
U.S. Department  of the interior
Bureau  of Land Management FINAL
Burns  District  Off ice
HC 74, 12533 Hwy 20 West
Hines,  Oregon 97738 May 1993

.

Donner und Witzen
National Wild & Scenic River
Management Plan
Environmental Assessment



As the t&A-x’s p;i~~ipal conservation agency, the Depsr;ment of the Interior has respcnsibil@ for most of CL;:  nationally owned public la:rds and
natural resourctis. This includes fostering the wisest use tf our land and water resources, protesting our fish and wildlife, preserving ?i:e
environmental and cultural vaiues of OK national parks and histtrical  places,  and providing for the enjoyment of life throszgh outdoor recretition.
The Department ~SS~~SBES  our energy and mineral resources and works to assure that their developmwnt is in the best imerest  of all our peopie
Tha Department also has B major respsnsibility  fcr American Indian reservati=iri  communities and for pecple whe !iv@ :n Is!and  TerriZries  under
US. admir+traition.



United States Department of

May 7, 1993

De,ar River User:

Enclosed for your review is a copy of the Final Donna=  rmd  I3litzen  National Wild and Scenic
River Management Plan.

This is a combined management plan and environmental assessment for the Donncr  und Blitzer~
River.

As part of your right, within 30 days of the rweipt  of this decision, you m:ty protest to the Burns
District Manager and therenfrer  appeal to the Bo,ard of Land Appeals, Office of the Secretary, in
accordance with the regulations of 43 Code of Federal  Regulations 4.40. The protest to the
District Manager must be filed in writing in this office, If no protests or appeals ,are filed, this
decision will  become effective znd  be imp1cments.i  in 30 days.

Sincerely,

Glenn T. Patterson
Andrews  Resource Area hlanager

Enclosure (as stated)





DONNER UND BLITZEN

NATIONAL  WILD & SCENIC RIVER

MANAGEMENT  PLAN
ENVIRONMENTAL  ASSESSMENT

(EA-OR-020-t-72)

U.S. DEPARTMEhT OF THE INTERIOR
BURE.AU OF LAND MAXAGEMENT

BURNS DISTRICT - OREGON

PREPARED f3k
FRED Y. hICDONhLD,  RESOURCE SPECIALIST

LLJCCTLU  hf. ROBERTS, EDlTOR1A.L  ASSISTAN

i





EXECUTIVE SUMMARl
NATIONAL WLD AND SCENIC RIVER PLAN

D0NNE.R UND BLITZEN

This river plan establishes a csmprehensjve  set of actions to provide the Donner und Blitzen  River ~vith  a
level of resource protection. management, and public use consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. The
plan  covers 74.8 miles of the Blitzen  River and its tributaries.

The river plan de.velups  mat~agernent  guidelines for public land within the designated  ccxa-idor.  It kxxsef; on
protection and enhancement of: the outstandingly remarkable  values within the corridor.

Issues were identified and developed through input from the public and working irith a Citizen Advisoq~
Group. These issrres  and alternnatives  were  discussed in the Draft Management Plan/‘En6;ir0r~~ne1~~~1  Asxss-
rnent uf June 1992. Please refer to the Draft Management Plan for a discussion of the affected environment,
the alternatives, and a summary of environmental cunsecluences.  Also. refer to ihe draft plan sho~,%-ig  the
condition of streams by segments (m;lps)  for riparian  tu~I  qustic habitat.

The proposed action will provide diwxion for managing the resources within the riiw corridor. They will:

1.

2.

3. . .

4.

Provide for protection and enhancement of the outstzldingly  remarkable values  as required by the Wild
and Scenic Rivers Act. These values have been identified in the Resource Assessment and [he Affected
Environment section of the river management plan.

Ur.ilize baseline data such as rangeland  monitoring studies, Ecological Site Inventcxy,  and informstion
from 199 1 and 1992 inventories on riparian,  aquatic habitat, and culturt-tl  resources.

Establish a timcline  for implementing management actions and w%~tt  the desired future trends of the
river corridor will be.
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FINDING OF NO SIGNZFICANT  IMPACT/DECISION RECORD
EA-OR-020-2-Z

I have reviewed the River ManagFment  Plan and Environmental Assessment for the Donner und Blitzen
Nat.ional \F7ild and Scenic River, Including the expl~lation  and resolution of any potential significant impacts.

Llx$+o osed Plan is the result of public input to the dra,t’r  plan Fld Feco.nxnendations  of the Cit.izen  Advisory

posecf
8hang~s made to the plan are statements shown m bold bdzpnnt.  I have dctermuxd  that the Pro-

Plan, with the built-in mitigation measures, will not have anv significant  impacts on the human envi-
ronment and that an Environmental Impact Statement is not requirkd.

Under the alternatives analyzed, significant impacts on quality of the human environment will not occur based
on, but not limited to, the following considerations:

Analysis indicated no significant impacts on society as a whole, the affected region, the affected inter-
ests, or the locality.

Public health or safety will not lx significantly affected.

The Bureau managed lands within the legal river corridor boundary will remain in federal ownership
under all alternatives. This will ensure protection of ripari=an resources (fiuodplain/wetlarldj.

The alternatives are not part of any other action having the potential for cumulatively significant impacts
to the important and relevant (ACEC) resource values in the planning area.

Cultural resources on, or eligible for, the National Register of Historic Places will not be adversely
affected, nor would Native American religious sites.

The Alternatives will not significantly affect endan  Tered  or threatened species or their habitat deter-
mined to be critical under the Endangered Species Aet of 1973.

The alternatives do not violate federal, state, or local legal requirements for environmental protection, or
(are there any known inconsistencies with officially  approved or adopted federal, state, tribal, or local
resources plans, policies or programs.

Adverse impacts identified are minimal. Continued resource monitoring will ensure that no significant
adverse impacts occur. As needed, appropriate mrtnagement  action will be instituted to protect outstand-
ingly remarkable values, important natural and cultural resources, and impacts to threatened or endan-
gered species habitat.1 have also determined  that the Proposed Plan and all alternatives are in confomn-
ante Lt’lth  the WYld and Scenic Rivers Act and the Andrews  Resource Area hlanagemcnt Framework
Plan.

It is my decision to ado
R

t and implement the Pro
8

osed  Plan as described in the Donner und Blitzen  National
Wild and Scenic River ?anagement  Plan, inclu ing all management guidelines and built-in mitigating
measures.

The Proposed Plan will protect and enhance the outstandingly remarkable values along with ivater quality
over the next 15 years.

Glenn Patterson, Andrews Resource Area Manager
___--
Date
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CHAPTER 1
nYTRODUCTION

LOCATION
The Donner und Blitzen  River, also knokvn  as the
Rlitzen  River and its tributaries, is located approxi-
nutely 70 miles  south of Burns, Oregon. The river
and its tributaries originate on the west slopes of the
Steens Mountain and flow in a northwesterly
direction before entering the 185,000-acre  Malheur
National Wildlife Refuge. The Refuge is dependent
upon the water  generated on the Steens. Much of
the river’s length is situated in deeply can:ed
canyons. The proposed final boundary configura-
tion includes 22,625 acres.

BACKGROUND
Native Americans, including the Northern Paiute,
inhabited the Steens Mountain region as long as
8.000  to 10,000 gears ago.

During the period of 1826 to 1829, the first re-
corded history began lyith  the exploration ad

exploitation of the area for the fur trade by the
Snake Country expeditions. WhiIe  esploring die
region and trapping beaver on his third and fifth
trips, Peter Skne Ogden came into the Makur
Lake Basin near the Steens.

In 1X45. the last wagon train led by Steven Meek
mistook the snow-capped Steens for the Cascade
Mountains as they enrered the Hamey Basin.

In 1860, the U.S. Army sent Major Enoch  Steen to
protect the settlers and to determine the fekbility
of a road from southeastern Oregon to the Wil-
lamette  Valley. His party named many prominent
topographic  features, including Steens Mountain. In
1864,  during a thunderstorm,  Captain George IX
Curly  and his command were forced to cross a river
on the west slope of the Steens. He named the river
“Donncr und Bli  tzen,”  which is German for thunder
and lightning.

Cattle were driven into the area in 1872. By the
1900’s, many cattle ranches had been established in
the lush valleys surrounding the Steens. At one



time, prior to the passage of the Taylor Grazing Act
in 1934, over lifCl,I‘BW  sheep and cu:tle  glazed  the
Steens  hlcttrltiCn.

In IWI, 17.916 visitors came to the Steens  to
participate in a variety of recreational activities. A
lot of this recreational use occurred in and ad.jncent
to the Blitzen  River and its tributaries.

yC\) The 16.5~mile  segment of the South Fork
Blitzen  from its headwaters  to its confluence
with the Little Blitzen:

“(D i The 1 It-mile segment of Big Indian Creek
from its headwaters  to its confluence with the
South Fork Blitzen:

“c,Ej  The A’?-milt:  segment of L.ittle  Indian Creek
from its headwaters to its conflucrxe  ivi  th the
Big Indian Creek, and

ib(F,! The 13.~.7 ‘9%mile  sepent  of Fish Creek from its
headwaters  to its confluence cvith the Dontw
und  Blitzen.”

OUTSTANDINGLY
REMARKABLE
VALUES
Through the development of the rwourct:  assess-
mcnr,  the river-related values,  or features. IverC:
identified either  as outstandingly r~rnarirkable  01
contributing substantially to the river seating or
ecosystem. This includes the following  categories:

SWliC
Geologic
Recreational
Fish and Wildlife
VzgeWion
Cultural (Traditional  pr3Cltib’eX/I~rellistC)l’iC)
Cultural (Historic)
Other ‘i:alucs

Scenic



\vhich  the viewer experiences the scenery. It is one
of the grearest  qualities of this river system. In the
upper elevations, river users have an opportunity for
a primitive experience viewing textbook examples
of glaciated canyons and deep basalt. formations  of
the main Dormer  und Blitzen  River. These
viewsheds are largely untouched and in a nnhiral
condition.

Portions of the river system Eall within the Steens
Mount&  Scenic Area of Critical Environmental
Concern, Fifty thousand five hundred acres u’cre
designated to protect and enhance the viewshed  of
the Steens. With such a diversity of landscapes
within a river system, the visual yuali  ties result in
an outstandingly remarkable value.

Geologic

Steens Mountain is unique because it is the. north-
ern-most, uplifted fault block within the Basin and
Range Province. It is the largest fault block within
the State of Oregon. with well-defined escarpments
did gmkn valleys.

Surface rock in the area is predominantly Steens
Basalt?  which consists of thin, multiple flows of
basalt approximately 15 million years old. The
basalt has a cumulative thickness of several thou-
sand feet. Thin patches of rhyolite ash-flow tuffs
occur sporadically throughout the area.

The area is unique within its geographic region
because the upper 2,000  feet of the Steens was
shaped during the ice age. The ice age brought
heavy snows and ice to the Steens, capping the
mountain in a blanket of white at least 6 miles do~vn
the west side. Glaciers formed in the creek and
streambcds,  and the intense tveight  of the snowcap
caused depl=ssions  on the surface of the mountain.
The glaciers carved and gouged down over 2,500
feet to a layer of very hard basalt.

A second glacial advance was confined to the upper
sections of the gorges and scaq. The second ad-
vance created smaller ciques, or hanging valleys, in
the highest areas of the existing gorges.

The area today provides textbook examples of li-
shaped glaciated canyons, These geological features
result in an outst;uldingly  remarkable value,

Recreational

A use survey, conducted in 1088 for the Steer-is
Mountain Recreation Lands (which includes the
Dormer  und Blitzen  Rivet), showed that Stcens
Mountain is IFkited  by recreation& of geoguphi-
tally diverse origins. Sixty-four  percent of the
visitors to the S teens are frotn western Oregon. 19
percent from eastern Oregon, and 17 percent from
outside St&es such as Washington, Idaho, Califor-
nia, and Nevada.

The Steens Mountain is a destination area due to its
remote location, unique resource characteristics and
associated recreation opportunities. Visitors travel
long distances to recreate because of the fol.lonkg
attributes:

The river canyons offer high scenic quality in
the form of g!aciated  canyons, along with a
variety of diverse vegetation due to climatic
conditions.

The river provides a rare 2 to d-day backpack
trip or horseback experience for individuals
with moderate skill levels. Portions of the
Oregon High Desert Trail are within sections of
the river canyons.

Existing recreation uses that are exceptional in
quality include fishing, hunting, hiking. photog-
raphy? wildlife, and scenic viewing. Due to the
small size of the stream, the river segments are
not used for boating ‘and the river is considered
a nonnavigable river.

All but a small section of the Dozier  und
Blitzen  River lies within the Steens Mountain
Recreation Lands. The 1972 designation of the
Steens Mountain Recreation Lands recognized
the importance of the outstanding recn&onal
opportunities lvithin  the area. FVith the qualit>
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wheatp-ass,  needlegl~dsses,  and nun:erous  &let
species in the understory,

There are 22 sensit.ke  plant species WhiCh  have
ken documented within the river corridor as well
as others whose presence is suspected. These
include species Fvhich  are endemic to Steens ~Moun-

tain, species which occur in Oregon only on the
Steens, and other species of special interest. Sensi-
tive species occur in all segmen&  of the river except
for Segment A.

A botanical inventory was conducted in the summer
of 199 I which obtained a thorough inventoty  of the
river corridor for sensitive plant species, unique
natural areas, and created a general species list for
the river segments.

As a result of these inventories, the variety of
vegetation conununitizs,  and the large number of
sensitive species present, the vegetation associated
with the river system will  be managed as an out-
standingly remarkable value.

The river coll-idor  was used by Native Americans,
including the Northern Paiute and their predeces-
sors. The area was used for hunting, fishing, and
gathering of plants for food and other  uses such as
transportation corridors along ridges and water
Courses.

Currently, no known Native ‘4merican  traditional
practices are identified.

Thirty-five river miles have been inventoried,
including high priority areas tvith concentrated
recreation use within each river segment. The entire
74 miles will lx inventoried as part of the recreation
and cultural progmms.  There are portions of the
river system where prehistoric sites are known to be
present. This includes the Riddle Brothers Ranch
National Register Historic District which was
inventoried during the fall of 1992. Conditions fol

moderate to high  prehistoric site potential exist
throughout the corridor. Locations of importance to
Native Americans for traditional practices and ocher
purposes may k identified in con&tation  with the
appropriate tribe(s:1.

Through inventory data, evaluations of potential site
use and ongoing consultation with the Bums Paiute
Tribe, the values associated with prehistoric sites
and traditional practices will br;: managed as signifi-
cant resources, although outstandingly remarknble
values are not known to be present.

Cultural  (Histof*ih.l Sites)

Cultural resource inventories (see previous section)
and existing data indicate that. historic sites and
resources on Steens Mountain, including the rl\‘er
toll-idor,  reflect the turn-of-the-century period of
settlement,  homesteading, and subsequent livestock
raising endeavors. Old cabins and tree calving
located along river segments are considered to have
important resource values and may be managed for
public uses as appropriate.

The Riddle Brothers Ranch. located along the Little
Blitzen  River,  is listed on the National Register of
Historic Places. This district covers 1) 120 acres of
public land located along the Little Blitzen  Rivei
(Segment B) of which approsirnately  850 acres lies
within the desigx&ed  river corridor. The site is still
a working ranch under a title transfer  agreement
with Clemens Ranches. Inc.

Tluxe  complexes of structures are included within
the historic district. Structures at the main complex
include a house, root cellar, bunkhouse, chicken
house, storage building, txk room, barn, and corrals
built of tvillows  and juniper. Another complex
includes a house, root cellar, and stone stolxge
building. while the smallest complex has a log
house and split rail fences.

A cultural resource management plan is being
implemented that provides guidance on how to
manage this historic district in conjunction with the
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ment plan. This volunteer group consisted of the
following individuals, u;hich  represent different
segments of the public as well  as other agencies:

Gary Ivy Malheur National ~~ildlife
Refuge

Wayne Bocr:ers Oregon Department of
Fish and Wildlife

Rick h? i her Oregon Trout
Kate Joost Oregon Rivers Council
Ken Thompson Livestock Indusny
Dick Vander  Schaaf The Nature Conservancy
Dan Sanders Private Lands, Range

Permittee
Mark Smith SOILS (Save our Indus-

tries and Lands)

METHOD OF PLAN
PREPARATION
The mnnagetnent  plan development has ken
molded after 2 years of consulnuion  between the
Bureau of Land Management, U.S. Forest Service,
and Oregon Sate Parks,

,411 intempency  agreement was signed  behveen  the
three agencies to format and outline the manage-
ment plan development. All designated rivers under
the Oregon Omnibus Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of
198X  will follow the outlines established as a result
of the interagencies’  agreement. This included
interim boundary designation, development of the
resource assessment (which serves as a foundation
of the river management plan), and development of
the river management plan itself.

RELATIONSHIP TO
FEDERAL AND
STATE PLANS
Portions of the Donner und Blitzen  River are
identified throughout the Andrews  Land Use Plan

of 1982 and the Sceens  Mountain Recreation Area
hlanngement  Plan of 1985 as having specific
management actions to be initiated within the Plan.
These actions include enhancement of wildlife.
fisheries, riparian habitat, botanical, wilderness,
cultural. and recreational values.

The Donner und Blitzen  Wild and Scenic River is
not designated as a Skte Scenic Waterway. Its
Federal designation is consistent with the Oregon
State Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan and
the Harney County Land-Use Plan.

PUBLIC
INVOLVEMENT
To date, public outreach or involvement for the
development of the management plan has included
the following:

April &I989 Interim boundaries dcsig-
nated for the Donner und
Blitzen  National \L’c;ild  and
Scenic River

April 20, 1989 Open house meeting to
collect input on the interim
boundary

September 1 I. 1990 Draft resource assessment
sent to interesterl  publics

December 1990 Advisory Group established
to help in the development of
the plan

January 9, 199 1 First meeting with Advisory
Croup

Rkrc h 14, 199 1 Second meeting with .4dvi-
sot-y Group

May 13-13,  1991 Field trip with Advisory
Group to Donrmer  und Blitzen
River
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ISSUES Considerations:

This section identifies issues which will guide the
management plan  and provide for the protection and
enhancement of the outstandingly nx~arkable
values.

These actions were developed through input from
the public and i\:orki.ng  with the Citizens Advisory
Group.

Issue 1 - Resource  Protection

The Dormer  und  Blitzen  River has resource values
of national significance.  Different resource opportu-
nities can be utilized as long as they do not ad-
versely affect the outstandingly remarkable values
v+hich  have been set forth by Congress as part of the
National Wild  and Scenic Rivers System.

Considerations:

1. Recreation Management
2. Grazing Management - Livestock
3. Wild Norse Management
4. Riparian  Management
5 Fish and Wildlife Management
6. Water Quality/Water Quantity Manage-

ment
7. Cul turrtl  Resource Management

Issue 2 - Recreation Development/Visitor
Management

Recreational use within the river corridor and
surrounding area has increased substantially ova
the past 10 years. The Donner  und Blitzen  River is
within the Steens  Mountain Recreation Lands.

Visitors are drawn to the area because of the combi-
nation of high scenic values and a rugged back
country which offers a pritnitive  experience,

Sanitation, litter, impacts to unique natural areas.
sensitive plants, and animals are a groning concern
wi.thin  the river corridor.

1, Recreation facility development
2. Road maintenance
3. Off-highway vehicle use/Road closures
3. Trails
5. Public outreach (infomlatioi~educationj
6. Search and rescue
7. Law enforcement

Issue 3 - Landownership

Although the majority of the river corridor is owned
and managed by the Bureau of Land hkxgement
(19,3 13 acresi, there are 3,3 12 ilcres of private land
owned by five different Iandoivners.  The Stats of
Oregon has 30 acres within the corridor. The river
corridor cannot be effectively managed by the
Bureau alone. Cooperation to m‘tnage  the river as a
whole between all affected interests is the key to
successful management.

Considerations:

1. Private landowners
2. Management coopemtion  ktkveen agencies

and affected parties
3. Land excharlges~purd~~~es/e~~e~lents
4. Administrative boundaries

Issue 4 - Other Management
Considerations

There are other resource management consider-
ations which have a definite affect on the Dormer
und Blitzen  River, Some occulxnces,  such as the
spread of juniper, are impacting the uplands thus
affecting the watershed of the river. Decisions
which have been implemented through existing
land-use plans which include special designations
such as Wilderness Shady  Areas, Resource Natural
Areas/Areas of Critical Environmental Concern,
and Herd Wnagement Areas will influence the
river management plan.





CHAPTER 2
AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

RIVER SEGMENTS
As a result of recalculating the river miles and acres
within the corridor, using the kloss Geographical
Information System, these figures are different than
Lvhat  is descriki  in the Omnibus Oregon Wild and
Scenic Rivers.

There is a new total of 73.8 river miles encompass-
ing 22,625 acres.

ACCESS
Access to the Dormer  und Blitzen  River area is via
Highway 205. south of Burns, and the Steens
Mountain Loop Road. Since the compktion of the
Loop Road in 1962, this has been the primary
access to the recreation lands and the river corridor.
Primitive access roads leading directly to the river
are limited and very diffkult to drive.

The following is the breakdoun of roads by rixr
segment:

Segment A

Segment B

Segment C

Segment D

Segment E

Segment F

0.5 mile of Page Springs Camp-
ground Road.
1.2 miles of primitive road.

2.1 miles of primitive road.

0.8 mile of the southern portion of
the Steens Mountain Loop Road.
2.75 miles of the Huffman  Camp
Road.
0.25 mile of primitive road to Bill
Taber  Cabin.

5.9 miles of primitive road.

No roads.

1 .O n-tile of primitive road.
0.75 mile of the northern portion of
the Steens Mountain Loop Road.





DEVELOPMENT

Various levels of development occur Lvithin the
river corridor or ad-jaoent  to the river segments.
Roads were discussed in the previous section.

Segment  A

Page Springs Campground is a 20-acre Bureau of
Land Management recreation site which receives
approximately 30,000 visitors per year. The camp-
ground is located adjacent to the hlalheur National
Wildlife Refuge along the Donner und Blirzen
River.

The remains of a small dam are located 1 mile
upriver from the Page Springs Campground. The
dram and gauging station were built by the U.S.
Geological Survey. The gauging station has been in
use since the early 1900’s and is still in operation.
Due to years of high water and lack of maintenance,
the dam is in poor condition.

Segment  B

The historic Riddle Brothers Ranch complex is
described on page 5 under historic sites. There is
also a modem cabin associated with this ranch. The
lands and buildings wese acquired by the Bureau
through land exchanges and purchases. These
transactions brought 7,5 18 acres into public owner-
ship although private use is authorized by a lifetime
title covenant.

The Kueny  homestead is located in the Little
Blitzen  River Gorge. All that remains are the
foundations of t\vo cabins and the old corrals.

Segment C

The Huffman Camp is located on private property.
The cabin, outbuildings, and conxls are still stand-
ing and used by the landowner.

The Bill Taber cabin is located on private property.
The cabin remains standing and is unoccupied.

A one-lane cement bridge, located along the south-
ern portion of the Steens Mountain Loop Road at
Blitzen  crossing, spans the Dormer  und Blitzen
River.

Segment D

There is an old cabin in poor condition located in
the Big Indian Canyon. The remains of an old
homestead, called Newton Cabin, are located along
the lower portion of Indian Creek. The.se  sites are
located on public lands.

Segment E

Remains of an old homestead are located in the
Little Indian Canyon. The condition of the cabin is
poor and located on public lands.

Segment F

Jackman  Park Campground is a lo-acre Bureau of
Land Management nxreation  site which receives
approximately 4,000 visitors per year. The camp-
ground is located east of Fish Lake along the
northern portion of the Steens Mountain Loop
Road.

The John Scharff cabin is located on his private
property in the upper headwaters of Fish Cl-eek.
This is a modern cabin used during the summer
months.

LANDSCAPECHARACTER

Steens Mountain, a 30-mile  long fault-block moun-
tain, is located in the high desert country of south-
east Oregon. It is the northern-most fault-block
mountain within the Basin and Range Province.
Some 15 million years ago, pressure under the
earth’s surface thrust the block upward. along a
fault, while what is now the Alvord Basin slid
dobIn The tilting of the block resulted in a steep
eastern face and a more gentle slope on the western
side. The mountain is also faulted along its west
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The  Dormer  unit  Blitzen  River offers a diversity  of
landscapes  that contain visual qualities that result in
outstmding  scenic vaIurs.  Glaciers formed in the
pre-ice age creek beds  of the Little Blitzen,  Big
Indian, and L,ittle  Indian Canyons.  ?‘he giaciers
can%zd  md gouged to a depth of 3,500  feet.

The climate of the Stems hlountain  reclration  area
is semi-arid with mild summers and cold winters,
X’lost  of the precipitation falls as snow in the winter
months. During  the spring and summer, runoff from
the Steerts  h4oLmtain  provkks water to the Sill’-

rourtding  countryside, particularly to the north, by
tvtij’  of the Dormer  und Blitzen  River.

VECET,4TLON



meadows and the black cottonwood community
represent an entire low elevation riparian complex,
\vhich  formerly was much more common through-
out the not-them Great Basin,

Within Little Blitzen  River Gorge, the north-facing
side slopes are dominated by ksestern  juniper,
tnountain mahogany, and quaking aspen. Tile  south-
facing slopes are dominated by shrubs including big
sagebrush, cutxtnt,  and chokecheny with scattered
western juniper. Understory species include Idaho
fescue, bluebunch ~$eatgrass, and for&.

The riparian zone is dominated by black cotton-
wood, wiIlowsY  quaking aspen, redosier dogwood.
chokecherry, and mountain alder with sedges.
Kentucky bluegrass, orchardgrass,  timothy, and
needIecgxss  in the understory. The willows become
the low growing, prosttxte  species characteristic of
higher  elevations. The citques  at the headwarers  are
dominated by shrubby cinquefoil, sheep fescue,
alpine timothy, and sedge,

Sensitive plant species found in the centtxl  portion
of Li ttle  Blitzen  River Gorge include Davidson
penstrmon,  weakstem  stonecrop. nodding melic,
Cusick draba, and Hayden cymoptcrus.  Near the
headwaters, little grapefern  and Copeland  owlclover
are found along the river. Other species found in the
Little Blitzen  Research Natural Area/Area of
Critical Environmental Concern include gray
tnoonwott.  Steens  Mountain paintbrush, wedgeleaf
sasifrage, moss gentian, and oneflowered
goldenweed.

Areas in this segment assessed as having significant
unique natural values include the Rooster Comb
Research Natural Area/Area of Critical Environ-
mental Concern. the Little Blitzen  Restxrch  Natural
Area/Area of Critical Environtnentii  Concern. and
the riparian/meadow  complex at Riddle Brothers
Ranch.

und Blitzen  River flows through a fairly narrow
canyon. The side slopes are dominated by big
sagebrush. western juniper, and Idaho fescue. The
riparian zone in this segment is largely dominated
by mountain alder, willows, chokechetly,  and
gooseberries. Sedges, titnothy.  Kentucky bluegrass,
meadow barley. and cheutgtxs  are common under-
slot-y  species.

Nearer the headwaters, the cotridor  becotnes a
broad basin. The tiparian vegetation changes as
tnountain aider declines and willokvs,  such as
Pacific willow, Geyer willow, and Booth \villow,
become dominant.

Theta  are sever&l  s&etches of srream in the segment
which hai:e unique natural  area values. The liver
canyon beetween  Blitzen  Crossing and Mud  Creek
contains an excellent example of canyon tiparian
vegetation. Mountain alder dominates, but there is a
diverse array of native shrubs. The understory is
dominated by native grasses. Scapose catchfly  and
back sedge are sensitive plant species which occur
in this stream segment,

Further up?Jream,  near the headwaters, are hY0
more areas of significance. The first is the small
stream and meadow near Huffman  Camp which
contains a low elevation aspen stand, a ripatian  area
dominated by low-growing willows, and a large
tneadow dominated by native species such as
tneadow barley, mannagrass,  tufted hairgrass,
Nebraska sedge, wooly  sedge, and rushes. Drier
areas have Nevada bluegrass, prairie junegrass, and
slender wheatgass.  This area also has sotne low
elevation aspen stands. and the uplands here are in
excellent condition. This site is privately owned. At
the headwaters, the springs and meadows are in fait
condition; but they are impottant  because they
represent a mix  of losir and high elevation springs/
meadow complex.

Segment D
Segment  C

With the exception of the springs and meadows in
pie headwaters basin. tile  south fork of the Dormer

Along Indian Creek, from the Donner und Blitzen
River to the confluence of Big and Little Indian
Creeks, the vegetation  is similar to other low-





up in the upper  canyon on the south-fwl~  slopes,
scn~ice  berry, oceanspray,  chokecheny.  and mouil-
tain m~~hogany  are a part of this mountain big
sagcbrmsh  community as ifsell iis numerous forb and
grass species. These slopes are a high qualit)
example of this community type.

The headwaters  and cirques  contain many diverse
and unusual alpine and subalpine communities,
Often they are dominated by Nevada  msh, Jones
sedge,  and tealeaf willow. Mountain  sedge. beaked
sedge, and many other species are also present. The
north-fxing slopes in this am contain large stands
of quaking aspen. Grtlpefems  were found aIong  the
creek and Steens  Mountain paintbrush was found in
rhe upper hcadwater’s.

CV3hin  Little Indian Creek, vegetation communities
assessed a h2iving  signifkxnt unique natural values
include the lo\;rer  ripxian area, the beaver ponds,
the south-facing canyon side slopes, and the 1v2a&
waters Larea containing alpine, subalpine, and aspen
communities.

Much of Fish Creek flows through a n;u~ow,  steep-
walled  canyon  and the plant communities reflect
this environment. From its confluence \i,ith  the
Ihnner  und Blitzen  River upsWean  to Corral
Creek, the south-facing slopes are dominated bq
western .jnniper  and big sagebrush. On the north-
facing slopes, cvestern  -juniper  is dominant at lower
elevations but is replaced by mountain mahogany
and quaking aspen as the elevation in the canyon
increases. rn this met&, the rip&a-ian  zone  is very
na.n-ow  with willon;s  and redosier dogwood king
the common dominants and black cottomvood
occurring occasionally. Understory  species include
bluegrasses,  needlepasxes, and sedges. Rack sedge.
8 sensitive plant species, occurs in this stretch,

From Corral Creek to above Little Fish Creek, the
stream gr&ient is high and the riparian  zone re-
mains very narrow.  However,  the canyon side
slopes are not as steep here as they are in the lob+,er
elevtition  stretches. Black cottonwood, willo\~~s,  and

rcdosier  dogwood dominate the ripxrian  zone, The
south-facing uplands are dominateti  by western
.juniper  ‘Lt’ith  mountain mahoganS:.  mountain big
sagebrush, basin wildrye,  and bluebunch wheat-
grass. North-f’xing  slopes are dominated by quak-
ing aspen with mountain big sagebrush, mountain
snowberry, and Idaho fescue in the understory. This
portion of Fish Creek. from Corm1  Creek to the
headwaters,  is primarily privately owned.

About 2 miles above the confluence with Little Fish
Creek, Fish Creek Canyon widens out into a basin
containing large meadows and a number of travel
ponds. Thi:  series of beaver darns cover approsi-
mately  0.5 mile of stream within ‘&is section. These
meadows and wetlands are dominated by blue-
g-raw, sedges, and a large number of forbs. The
ripxian habitat in this area is entirel>,  dominated by
willows. Quaking aspen forms extensive stands on
the north-facing slopes. South-fking slopes are
dominated by mountain snowberry~  mountain big
sagebrush, and say iceberry  with mountain brome:,
Columbia needlegrass,  and shrubby  buckwheat in
the understory,  Short sections of Fish Creek are
intermittent.

At the headwaters of Fish Creek are mex~ows
which are dominated by tufted hairgrass, alpine
timothy, rushes, and sedges. Low-g-owing wi Ilows
also occur in places. The uplands and drier areas are
dominated by needlegrasses,  oniongrasses,  and
others.

Numerous sensitive plant  species occur in the upper
Fish Creek drainage. These include  Cusick horsem-
int, least rush, nodding melic,  Drummond willow
grapeferns,  gxy moonwort,  sierra onion, slimleaf
onion, and Davidson pcnstemon.

Along Fish Creek, areas with unique natural values
include the meadows and extensive aspen forests
above L.ittle  Fish Creek and the meadows nt the
headwxters.
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mately  5.5 miles). This portion of Segment A is
within the Big Springs and Dry Creek Pastures of
Fish Creek-Big Indian Allotment. On the west side
of the river is the Steens Pasture of South Steens
Allotment.

The southern portion (0.75 mile) of this segment of
the river has limited access to livestock and wild
horses again due to topography. In this area, there
are a few trails on both sides of the river inhere
animals can gain access but utilization in the corri-
dor is light.

On the east side of the river is the Big Springs and
Dry Creek Pasture of the Fish Creek-Big Indian
Allotment. This pasture is presently grazed  by 255
cattle from May 15 to June 15. Timing of use ma!
vary by as much as 2 weeks from year to year.
Livestock use from this pasture is along the canyon
rim in the uplands. Utilization is light nithin the
river boundaty.

On the west side of the river is part of the South
Steer6  Allotment @teens  Pasture). This pasture
contains 142,728 acres of public  lands with approxi-
mately X1,000  acres of private lands, There are no
fences or topographic barriers to control cattle of
wild-horse distribution within this pasture.

Wild-horse use is scattered throughout the pasture
with some horses staying year-around in established
areas. Others move to the higher elevation in Fhe

pasture as forage cures.

Cattle use in this pasture is seasonal. The cattle are
distributed in the lower elevations and move to
higher elevations as forage cures. In the portion of
Stcens pasture that contains Segment A, livestock
use averages approximately 1, I00 cattle  from May
1 to July I. Utilization uithin the river boundary is
light.

Segment  B

From the headwaters of the Little Blirzen  River to
the mouth of the gorge (approximately 7 miles),
livestock and wild-horse use is excluded by fencing.

From the mouth of the gorge west approsimatcl~~  1
mile, the river is within the Little  Blitzen  Pasture of
the Fish Creek-Big  Indian Allotment. This pasture
is grazed Lt’ith  255 cattle 2 weeks during June,
Monitoring studies indicate moderate utilization
levels within this pasture.

From the Little l3litzen  Pasture west boundaq
fence. the river is within the L.ittle  Blitzen  h~leadows
Pasture of the Fish Creek-Big Indian Allotment  for
approximately 3.5 miles. During the month of

October, after the cattle are brought off the moun-
tain, the meadows are grazed by 485 cattle. Moni-
tor& studies indicate heavy utilization levels
within this pasture, b’est of the Riddle Brothers
Ranch to the confluence with the Blitzen  River,
livestock use is excluded by fencing (completed the
summer of 199 1) and topography on the north  for
approximatslq 2.5 miles. Thctr is no Mvild-horse  use
along this portion of the Little Bl.irzen  River.

Segment  C

From the confiuence  of the south fork of the Dormer
und Blitzen  River with the Little Blitzen  River,
upstram for approximately 3.5 miles, cattle grtlzc
the Newton Cabin Pasture, which is in the Fish
Creek-Big Indian Alloltment.  and have access from
the east. Cattle and wild horses from the Stews
Pasture. which is in the South Steens Allotment,
have access from the west.

Currently, the Newton Cabin Pasture is grazed by
255 cattle for the month of July. The pasture is large
(8,563 acres) with rough topography and heavy
juniper cover. There is some wild-horse use in this
pasture.

Monitoring studios indicate heavy to severe utilize-
tion along this 3.5mile  stretch. The ad-jacent  up-
lands in both allotments show light utilization.

The remainder of this segment  on both sides of the
river is within the Steens Pasture of the South
S teens Allotment, In this portion of the river are
meadows of the headaaters  and larger ripwian

zones with gentle slopes. Cattle and wild horses





phy and fencing keep Livestock out of the rive1 bands  of horses concentrate in the rip&w  zone
bottom. during this period.

On the south, access is available  from the Cold
Springs and Upper Dly Creek Pnsturcs  of Fish
Creek-Wig Indian Allotment. Four hundred cattle
graze these pasture.s from June 1 to September 15.

No monitoring information on utilization is avail-
able for this &mile  stretch. E-Iowever,  rhe lower 3
miles, to the confluence with the Donner und
Blitzen  River, is steep walled and n;-tlTow  with no
livestock or wild-horse use on this portion of the
creek.

WILD HORSES
Segment  A

The only wild-horse use within this segment is
adjacent to the canyon rims, Upland type vegetation
is king grazed by these animals.

Segment B

Due to topography and fencing, there is no wiid-
horse use within Segment B.

Segment  C

From the confluence of the south fork of the Dormer
und Blitzen  River with the Little Blitzen  River,
upstream for 3.5 miles, there is access to the river in
several areas by horses. Use by horses within this
arcri is considered light.

The NeLvton  Cabin Pasture has rugged topography
with heavy juniper. Horse use is considered light
within this 8,5&3-acre pasture.

The remaining portion of Segment C on both sides
of the river is within the Steens Pasture of the South
Steens Allotment. Monitoring studies estimate that
in a normal year 30-50 horses use this portion of the
pasttire  during the growing and pdll  seasons. Small

Riparian  monitoring in Segment C found that e\‘en
without the presence of cattle during the summer of
1 Wt. wild-horse use ~3s impacting ripnrian  vegeta-
tion along portions of the south fork, It is estimated
that 197 head of horses are ii;ithin  or adjacent to
Segment C. It is also noted that this area has been in
drought for 7 years with last fall having the only
live water within the area,

Segment D

From the headwaters  of Indian Creek LO the mouth
of Big Indian Gorge (approximatc~y  6 milk’,  wild-
horse use is excluded by topography and fencing.

The remaining 5.5 miles of Indian  Creek has wild-
horse use within the area. Monitoring studies
indicate that in 1990,  approximately 20 bows  used
this portion of Indian Creek with slight impacts to
the riparian  areas.

Segment E

There is no evidence of uild-horse use in the Link
Indian Canyon, but it is possible for horses to access
this area from the south.

Segment F

Due to topography and fencing, there is no tvild-
horse use within this segment.

WILDLIFE
The  Wild and Scenic River corridor contains a wide
diversity of wildlife habitat with over 250 species of
amphibians, reptiles. bi.rds.  and mammals found in
the area. The Dower und Biitzen  R.iver  is ad.jacent
to the extensive wetlands found on the nearby
Malheur  National Wildlife Refuge.

Species in the area that are listed as Endangered or
Threatened include the bald eagle (Federzl  and State
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dabbling ducks. Some nesting by Camia geese
occurs. Sub-zero tempel~t.ures  freeze canals and
ponds on the Malheur  National Wildlife Refuse and
waterfowl  using the Refuge move onto the lower
portion of Segment A. &lost  of these birds are
mallards, bufflehead,  co~nmon goldenzye,  and
Canada geese. Chukar  and valley quail are found
throughout this segment. Mourning  doves nest in
the area.

Songbirds may use the Donner und Blitzen  Rive1
Canyon and the Little Blitzen  Canyon ;1s a migra-
tion route (Lit&field 1087).  Cougar rnnj’ use this
area for seasonal movements.

The lower polzion  of the Donner und Blitzen  River,
from the mouth of Fish Creek doksnstream,  is deer
winter range, Occasional use by wintering Rocky
Mountain  elk also occurs.

The condition of riparian habitat is poor from Page
Springs Campground upstream to the mouth of Fish
Creek. Cattle have been excluded from this section
since 1081.  Streambank stability and willow density
have increased markedly with protection. However,
this section is still lacking in woody structure and in
kvoody  species divcrsitjr  which is found in better
condition ripakin habitat. Beaver use this area
extensivel.y,  reducing the density of willow and
alder slowing plant succession.

Upstream from the mouth of Fish Creek the canyon

becomes narrow and rugged. From Big Springs
upstream to the mouth of Tombstone Canyon,
riparian habitat is in excellent condition. Most of
this section has a dense riparian shmb and tree
cover s+ith stable streambanks. Except for a few
small areas, livestock cannot graze this area due to
the di.fficult  terrain.

Riparian habitat is in poor condition along 4.2 miles
of stream, in fair condition along 2.1 miles, in good
condition alon&J 2.1 miles, and in excellenr  condition
along 5.7 miles in this segment.

Segment  I3

The Little Blitzen  River. from its mouth to the
Riddle Brothers Ranch, has approximately 2 miles
of river which has serious streambank  erosion. The
density of riparian shmbs  and trees, perennial
herbaceous  species. is far below the site potential.

Some chuk31’ use occurs in this area.

Upstream from the Riddle Brothers Ranch iyoody
cover increases. Near the ranch, Littlefield (1987‘)
found 67 bird specks using the riparian zone or
adjacent areas.

Abundant aspen. black cottonwood, and westem

juniper provide habitat for cavity nesting birds, such
as northern flicker. red-naped  sapsucker, and downy
woodpecker  in large portions of the Little Blitzen
River Gorge and wooded areas above the rim.

The quality of riparian habitat along the Little
Blitzen  River is 1.7 nliles  in poor condition, 6.5
miles in fair condition, and 5.6 miles in good
condition.

Above the canyon rim, in the uppermost portion of
this segment, is a mall area of subalpine dominated
by sheep fescue. Black rosy finch nest in the subal-
pine area. a rare occurrence in Oregon. One prairie

falcon eyie has been located on the rim of the
gorge. Piku may be found at the head of the gorge.
California bighorn  sheep use the head of the Little
Blitzen  River Gorge following the recreation
season.

The Little B t itzen River Gorge is deer summet
range with occasional use by elk. Pronghom ants-
lope and sage grow use some of the uplands above
the canyon rims as summer range.

Segment C

This segment varies greatly in riparian habitit
quality. A long, rocky section between the
confluence of the Little Blitzen  River and the south
fork of the Donner und Blitzen  River upstream to
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FISHERIES
Aquatic habitat inventory was conducted on ap-
proximately 40 miles of the Donner und Blitzen
River system during the summer of I 99 1 and 1992.
St,ream habitat features cvere  identified, quantified,
and rated for reaches along the stream segments
identified. kwentory data described present habitat
condition for aquatic species and vulnerability of
the aquatic habitat to impacts associated wi.th land
management activities. The vegetative component
of the aquatic habitat inventory has been included in
the Vegetative Section.

Segment  A

Approximately 7.5 miles of the mainstem  of t.he
Donner und Blitzen  River were  surveyed during the
summer of 1992. The stream channel \~as well
defined and generally stable. Streamside  riparian
vegetation was lacking in structure and diversity of
woody species. Some bank erosion was evident. but
generally banks were well armored or vegetated and
not actively eroding.

In lower reaches of the mainstem  of the Dormer  und
Biitzen River. pools Mere  shalio\l:,  often lacking in
cover and not numerous. The pool quality and
quantity generally  improved as the aquatic habitat
suwey team moved upstream from the confluence
with Fish Creek.

In lower reaches, bottom materials were only 15 to
40 percent rocky material and often covered with
sediments. Substrate improved in upstream reaches
where bottom materials were less embedded and
materials \vere  of sufficient size and quantity to
provide suitable spattning sites.

Stream stiwture  and diversity in upper reaches
exhibited a uniform distribution and abundance of
cover, and diversity of habitats for aquatic species.

Aquatic habitat was rated overall in good condition
for those reaches sweyed in 1992.

Segment B

Stream habitat in lower reaches of the Littie  Blitzen
Rkrer  is rated as fair.

Canopy, which is riparian  vegetation that hangs
over the stream, provides shade and woody debris
to the stream, and serves as a nutrient source for
aquatic organisms. Canopy  along the Little Blirzen
River \vas in poor condition in lower reaches, for
example ~~~+WIWU~  of the mouth of L.ittle  Blitzen
River Gorge. Canopy improved to good condition
in upper reaches, those reaches upstream of the
mouth of L.ittle  Blitzen  River Gorge.

The lower reaches of the stream were predomi-
nantly riffle or rapid with a low percentage of pools.
Pools were often of poor qua@. The  upper reaches
had improved instream  structure, with more 12~1rnet'-
ous pools of higher quality.

The stream channel was morphologically well
defined, generally stable, and mted  fair to good
overall,  Bank stability was fair in the lower reaches,
improving to good in the upper reaches. Rrurk
erosion was common with many cut and eroding
banks  observed  in areas accessible by livestock
below the mouth of Little Blitzen  River Gorge. Bar
formation and siltation \j:ere also common in pool
areas and backwaters in the lower Ix&es.

Bottom materials provided sufficient spau;ning
substrate: however, only  5 to 25 percent of ihe
channel was suitable for spawning in the lower
reaches. No m@tion blocks were observed in the
lower reaches and waterfalls did limit fish migration
in the upper  reaches of the Little Blitzen  River
Gorge.

&earn structure and diversity ranged from fair to
good in the lower to upper reaches, respectively.
Boulders, tree limbs, and large woody debris were
widely disuibute.d  in the upper reaches and provided
several habitat types with adequate cover. This
instream  structure was largely  absent in the losvcl
reaches surveyed below  the mouth of the Little
Blitzen  Rjver  Gorge.





Banks \vere well vegetated  and heavily armored
with rock. Fools were frequent and of high quality
for aquatic species. Bottom materials were primarily
large boulders and cobbles. Cascades frequently
fobrmed  b4ers  to fish migxtion.

Overail  strucrure  and diversity tvere good v,+th
excellent cover and numerous habitat types avail-
able for aquatic species.

Segment F

Approximately 1.2 miles of Lower Fish Creek were
suweyed during thz 1992 field season. This lower
portion of Fish Creek is a steep-walled, narrow
canyon that has no livestock or wild-horse access.
Dense riparian  cover provided 70-80 percent
canopy and much material for it-stream structure.
Rarlks  were well vegetated and armored.  and no
bank erosion was occurring. Pools covered more
than  25 percent of the channel and were of suffi-
cient depth to provide good cover.

Bottom materials were primarily large boulders and
cobbles. with good spawning substrxte  abundant. In
slow-moving ivaters, some sedimentation was
occurring and substlrte was 2.5 percent embedded.

Aquatic habitat [VU in excellent condition s.long this
reach of Fish Creek. Surveys were terminated due
to a 40acre fire that burned 1.75 miles of the Fish
Creek Can~~on. Spring runoff of steep sideslopes
and absence of ripxian vegetation will produce
elevated water temperatures and heavy szdimentzt-
tion in Fish Creek this spring. along the lolver  3
miles of the canyon.

CULTURAL
Six portions of the Donner und Blitzen  River  were
surwyd to provide basic information on the
presence and general density of cultural materials
near these segments. ~4pproximately  35 river miles
were inspected within the river corridor. The survey
ranged in elevation frorn about U!O feet at Page
Springs to nearly 8,000  feet tit the head of Little
Donner und Blitzen  Canyon. Topography and
vegetation varied  throughout the river corridor. The
Riddle Brothers Ranch National Historic District
remains uninventoried,  although significant historic
and prehistoric resource vaIues (and perhaps tradi-
tional resource values) are known  to be present.

WILD AND SCENIC RIVER AQUATIC HABITAT SURVEY - 1991 & 1992

Segment A
Segment B
Segment C

(Deep Creek )
Segment D
Segment E
Segment F

7.5
4.9 3,6

5.5 0.7 6.8
1.1 0.3

2.1 3.6
1.2

Aquatic Habitat Condition

POW Fair CoOd Excellent Total

7.5
x.5

13.0
1.5

1.4 7.1
1.2

1.2 1.2



RECREATION

Recreation ActiP:ity Preferences

Seasons and Time of Use



The recreation opportunity setting is the idea that
quality recreation experiences can best be assured
by providing a variety of recreation opportunities.
The basic idea underlying the spectrum approach is
that people participate in specific recreation activi-
ties, such as fishing. camping. and horseback riding,
in specific settings such as at high mountain lakes,
recreation sites, or designated trails.

They do so in order to attain desired recreation
experiences such as solitude. being with family and
friends, or taking  risks. The recreation opportunity
spectwn  incorporates this thinking into a classifica-
tion of rectyation  opportunities which estends from
the primitive to the modern urban. The Bureau of
Land Management has subdivided this spectrum
into six classes: primitive, semi-primitive,  motor-
ized, roaded  natural, rural, and urban.

The Dormer  und Blitzen  River has Recreation
Opportunity Spectrum classifications assigned to
the river corridor.

The Blitzen  River and its tributaries offers outsrand-
ing primitive recreation opportunities that provide a
very high degree of solitude and physical challenge.

GEOLOGY
Please refer to pages 3 and 13 for a description of
the geology and landscape.

SOIL AND AIR

Soil

The soils within the river corridor were mapped by
the Ecological Site Inventory crew in 1984. These

soils are derived from the Steens  Mountain Basalt
which is about 16.4 million years old. Three distinct
landforms are present in the corridor and consist oE:
(1) glaciated valleys, drainages, and s~vales,  (2)
canyonsides and hillsides, and (3) uplands bordering
the canyons.

The soils in the valley bottoms and drainages  are
generally deep (40 to 60 inches) to very deep
(greater than 60 inches) to bedrock and somewhat
poorly to well drained. The wetter the soil. the more
poorly it drains. The soils fomied  in al.luvium  and
slopes range from 2 to 10 percent. The surfxe
textures are silt loams and loams about 30 inches
thick over silty clay loams and silty clays. The kvater
erosion hazard is slight to moderate and the wind
erosion hazard is low to moderate,

The soils on canyon sides and hillsides are generally
moderately deep (20 to 43 inches) to deep over
bedrock, and are well drajned.  Slopes range from 20
to 60 percent and the soils formed in col.luvium.  The
surface textures are usually very gravel.ly  loams or a
very stony clay loam about 10 inches thick. over
clay loams, and very stony clay loams. The water
erosion hazard is moderate to severe and the wind
erosion hazard is slight.

The upland soils are typically shallow  (less than 20
inches deep) to moderately deep over bedrock. and
well drained.  The soils funned in place from basalt
and slopes range from 2 to 30 percent. The surlke
textures range from very cobbly  clay loams to
extremely stony silt loams, about 6 to 8 inches thick
over clay loams or very stony clays. The water
erosion hazaxd is moderate to high and the wind
erosion hazard is slight to moderate.

Air

Air quality in the area is often excellent with visibii-
ity limited only by terrain. There are seasonal
sources of air pollution from the smoke of range and
forest wildfires and also when fields and slash piles
are being burned in westem  Oregon.



WATER

MINERALS



ENERGY AND
UTILIZATION
There are no energy-related leases within the
boundaq  of the designated Wild and Scenic River.

Due to the minimal probability that rocks capable of
producing hydrocarbons exist at depth, the U.S.
Geological Survey researchers judged the area to
have no or low potential for oil and gas resources
throughout the con-idor.  Because of the presence of
hot springs within the general  area, they judged the
corridor to have moderate potential for geothermal
energy along the northwest-tr-ending  fault zone.
These  hot springs are located on the klalheur
National Wildlife Refuge, approximately 3 miles
west of the designated river corridor.

No energy resources or occurxnces were identified
within or adjacent to the river corridor. Geothermal
resources, if found in the area, may not be of
sufficient temperature or quantity for electrical
energy generation,

Designation as a Wild and Scenic River has resulted
in 19,273 acres of public land being withdrakvn
from oil, gas, and gcothelmal  energy leasing.

MILITARY
OPERATIONS
The upper Donner und Blitzen  River  watershed is
impacted by an established military ttrining  route.
This route is identified as VR- 130 I and is used by
military aircraft under visual tlight  rules (visibility 5
miles or more, 3,000 foot AGL ceiling or moix~>.
Aircraft flown by the Idaho Air National Guard,
using this Military Training Route, are out of Boise,
Idaho. Typical aircraft flying this route are jet
@hters (F16s, A6s, and F4s). They usually fly in
pairs during the hours of 9 a.m. to 6 p.m. (but are
not limited to this time period). Normally, activity
on this Military Training Route is less on it’eekends.

The pilots are practicing nLtvigation.  terrain foIlo\i~-
ing maneuvers, and low level techniques. In the area
of consideration, VR- 1301 has a west-to-east
traverse n,ith  the centerline running between  Scg-
merit  F and Segment B. However, pilots are alion~ed
5 nautical tniles  on either side of the ten terline.
Most sightings indicate that piiots  favor Segment B.
These aircraft tlzvel  in excess of 250 knots at low
level altitudes, ranging from the surface to 1,500
feet above ground level,

TRIBAL
CONSIDERATIONS
Natis:e American resource values requiring manage-
ment consideration may be present, but a; this time
are not knoivn  to occur within the river corridor
zone. Input is being sought from the Burns Paiute
Tribe as part of the planning process, so that any
impottant  tribal values will be considered for
protection and/or enhancement, as feasible.  and
documented in the Fina  Plan, as appropriate.

WILDERNESS STUDY
AREAS
Final Bureau of Land Management wilderness
recommendations have ken submitted to the
President of the United States. On July 22. 1992,
President Bush sent to Congress the ‘Qegotm  Public
Lands Wilderness Act.” Until the Lvildemess
process has been completed, these areas must be
managed so they do not impact their suitability for
designation as wilderness.

This table shows the approximate acreages in the
wilderness prefetled altemative,  which President
Bush sent to Congress, that are within the bound-
aries of the Wild and Scenic River corridor:
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CHAPTER 3
PROPOSED PLAN

The Proposed Plan will  tiTect  lands within the final
boundaries of the Donna und Blitzcn  National
Wild and Scenic River.

This plan will  provide dirtxtion  for managing the
sesou~‘ces  within the river corridor. The!; will:

1. Provide  for protection and enhancement of the
outstandingly remarkable values as required bj
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. These values
have  been identified in the Resource ,4sszss-
ment  and the Affected Environment section of
the Drnft River Management Han.

2. Take into account the rights and interest of
lundowners and user groups while minimizing
conflicts and impacts to the river environment.

3. Utilize baseline data such as rangeland  monitor-
ing studies, ecological site inventories, and
infomxition  from 199 1 and 1992 inventories on
ripxian, quatic  hahitar,  cultural  resowes,  and
recreation visitor use w-ilysis  to d&rntinr

progress on impro\:ing  segments  within the
river col%dor  that are in less than good condi-
tion.

4. Establish a timeline  for implementing manage-
ment actions and what the desired future trends
of the river wnidor ivill  be.

h,Ionitoring  studies will continue or be established
for all resource activities within the corridor to
dcternline  impacts,  trend, and sciw as indicators for
futtur: management direction.

Information and education programs v.91 be devel-
oped to assist resource  users on low-impact we and
interpreting the natulxl  resources.
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RESOURCE
PROTECTION

1. Recreation Management



lands. and will &o improve bank stabili-
zation. resulting in less sedimentation nnd
erosion downstream of the ford.

Close to mountain bikes and other mecha-
nized equipment 17 miles of river corridor
in the Little Blitzen  River Gorge and the
E3ig  and Little Indian Canyons.

Under the Final Plim, the recomttendz.z-
tiott to dmelop a carttpground  nlong the
access road into the Big Imdiitn  Canyon
will be dgferred This urea is outside qf
the river corridor nttd is presently beittg
addressed in the Andrew  Resource Area
Mmagetnent  Frcttnework  Plutt  nntend-
tnettt nttd ettvirotttnental  ussesstnettt.

Drop the recommend&ions to develop a
pmking  area (pull-on tijacent to the
southern  portiott  of the Steetts  Moutttcrill
Loop Rondfor  a day use stagittg  area ittto
the httle Blikett Canyon. This  area is
outside the river corridor. This proposal is
also being considered in the Andrew
Resource Aren Muttugetnettt  Frmnework
Plutt  arnettdtnent  artd en ~ironrttetttal
assesstttettt.

The R?COF?ttFl~FtdUtiOtt  to F?taintaitt  ap-
proximately 7.25 m&s  of secondary
roads are not part of this Proposed Ph.
Secondmy roads  will be addressed in the
Andrew Resource Aren Management
Fruntework  Plan amendtnent and en vi-
ronmental  assessmettt.

Develop the recreational and educational
opportunities for the Riddle Brothels
Ranch National Historic District (located
in Segment Bj consistent with the objec-
tives outlined in the Cultural Resoulre
Management Plan for the Riddle Brothers
Ranch National Register Historic District
(EA-OR-020-9-S j.

Some of the actions outlinecl  in the Cul-
tural Resource Management Plaa include
the following recommendations:

l Manage public use as day use on/~
l Stabilize all structures
l Provide a caretaker
l Develop an interpretive trail for the

Historic Dikct
l Interpret the Historic District throlugh

oral presentations, brochures, and
signing

Develop educational brochures and extab-
lish  signs educating the pubk  to low
impact recreational use, and interpretlttion
of the natunll  resources within the river
collider.

2. Grazing Management -
Livestock Management
Objectives

Because of recreeati.on  and riparian values,
the following areas are excluded, or have
very little use, by livestock &gazing,  due to
topogxphy,  fencing, and changes in
livestock management.

Segment A 16.0 miles From the confluence of
the Little Blitzen  River
to Page Springs Camp-
ground

Segment B 9.0 miles 7 miles of the Little
Bli tzen River Gorce  7c ‘-
miles from Riddle
Brothers Ranch  to
confluence with the
Dormer  und Blitzen
Rive]

Segment C 2.0 miles Up river from Bli tzen
Crossing





Future management will encompass a
short duration grxzing  period (2-4 weeks)
during a spriing/eiu*ly  summer  se3son of
use. Grazing  will be managed at a utiliza-
tion level not to exceed 35 percenr  of
m3ual groavth  for herbaceous  species and
not to exceed 20 percent utilization of
annual growth of woody species. Other
grazing rnanagernent  changes such as, but
not limited to, periodic rest may be imple-
mented through t!le development of the
Coordinated Resnctrce  Management Plan
for Fish Creek/Rig lndian  Allotment.

Enforce existing esclosuret;  fr0m livestock
use within the river corridur.

15:orlc  with the private landowners in Fish
Creek (Segnent F) and the south fork of
the Dormer  und  Rlitzen  River (Segment  C)
to protect and enhzxe the resource values
in the UGL

3. Wild. Horse Management

Management Objectives

Urle to ripmian wlttes  within  the rher
corridor, manage  wild horses to protect
arzd imprm~e  ripiirirm  mu? zlplmd condi-
tion within herd nmrbers desigrzated in
the Andrews  Resortrce  Area Mitmgernent
Framework Plan. Mmagement  herd
miinbers now mnge from 159304 horses.

Management, Actions

Ripnrian Management

Management Objectives

Protect and enh:mce  the identified unique
or sensitive vegetation areas which include
Lvet  meadows, seeps. and btqs  within  the
corridor.

Continue to rn:iirrtai.n  existing e.xclosures
from livestock and wild-horse grazing.





Within the uplands of the river  corridor,
increase mountain big sagebrush, aspen,
aId other plant commnnities  through a
reduction of western juniper.

Management Actions

Action items will be the satne as those
recommendedfor  ripurian tnntragetnet~t.

Use small prescribed  fixes  on selected sites
within the river corridor to control .iuni-
pers,  These burns will improve plant
species richness, increase mountain big
sagebrush, and aspen, thus improving
wildlife habitat.

Monitor fish and wildlife for existing and
futul”2 trend conditions within the river
co11idor.

6. Water QualityhVater
Quantity

Vatid  wter rights are not affected by a National
Wild and Scenic River designation. The State
manages and allocates water rights, Existing
uses. dams, diversions, and other water projects
located on this rilcer are not affected. Mainte-
nance and construction of facilities needed to
use existing valid water rights will  continue.

Instream  water rights are tvater  rights held by
the Oregon Water Resoulres Depazment for the
benefit of the people of Oregon. Only three state
agencies (Department  of Fish and Wildlife.
Department of Environmental Quality, and
Parks and Recreation Department) are aHowed
to request instream  water rights. New water
rights and project proposals Lvill  be evaluated on
the? potential to affect the attributes which
made the river eligible as a Wild and Scenic
River.

The Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife
has applied for instream  water rights within the

boundaries of the Wild and Scenic River. At
this time, the Water Resources Board has not
made a determination on their appkations.

Management. Objectives

lmprow  wter qualiiy  to meet  or exceed
quality reqh?tnents frzr all bettejkial
uses as established by the Oregon Depnrt-
tnetzt of Environmentcd  Qua&y  notrpoint
source  assessment and tnatmgetnenf
plan.

Coopentte  xnd  assist the State  of Oregon
Department of Environmental Qualit>
%‘ater Quality program with the study of
the Dormer  und Blitzen  River as a poten-
tial “Outstanding Resource Waters” with
state mandated writer quality St~~ildXdS.

Department of Environmental Quality \vill
notify the Bureau of Land Management
prior to starting this project.

Continue to ligate  80.4  acres of meadow
along the Little Blitzen  River within
Segment B.

Management Actions

Collect wter quality data within each
segment of the river cortidor to build a
cintabase.  At tfre  presettf time, wafer
qmlity datn is collected only in Segment
C f o u r  t i m e s  p e r  gear.  Wider  qua&y

stutiotts  will be established wittin tire
retmining river segtnents  by I995 and
dida collected four times per year.

W&er qualify da& ttortnally  collected bit
the But-ecu of lkttd Mmagetnetlt  itt-
clu&s testing for air attd water  tempera-
ture, condwfivity,  total fwdttess,  totai
alkcdinily,  pH, r&ate  tzihgetr,  srrlphntes,
dissoived oxygen, turbidity, odur, attd
discharge.



RECREATION
DEVELOPMENT/
VISITOR
MANAGEMENT

1. Recreation FaciliQ
Developments



Management ,4ctions

Maintain existing facility at Page Springs
Recreation Site. Recent upgrading of the
campground has improved opportunities
for river users and provides an excellent
staging area for recreational use to the
river corridor.

Establish a day use parking/staging area al
Blitzen  Crossing. At the present time, thel~
is little physical space with no organized
parking available.

2. Road Maintenance

Management 0 bjectives

All road maintenance must protect and
enhance the resource values within the
river corridor. Maintain the Steens Moun-
tain Loop Road for public access to the
river corridor. The Loop Road is also a
National Back Country Byway.

A well maintained Steens Mountain Loop
Road will stabilize the roadbed to elimi-
nate erosion in&o the river conidor.

Management Actions

Continue to maintain the S teens Mountain
Loop Road,

Maintain and stabilize the low water river
crossing at Indian Creek (Segment D) to
stabilize the banks and prevent erosion and
siltation of the river downstream from the
ford. This will provide for safe passage of
vehicles to a large block of public lands in
the south Steens.

h?aintain  and gravel  the road into the
Riddle Brothers Ranch, from the southern
portion of the Loop Road, for recreational
and administmtive  use, of the ranch,

No new motorized access would be
permitted within  the river corridor.

3. Off-Highway Vehicle Use/
Road Closures

Management Objectives

hlaintain  existing off-road vehicle restt’ic-
tions  in accordance with the Bums District
Off Highway Vehicle Designation (Febru-
ary 12, 1087)  and the Steens Mountiin
Off-Road Vehicle Plan (September 30,
15X3(1  j.

Management Actions

Motorized {Tehicle  use wilt occur within
the Riddle Brother3  Ranch National
Historic District for recreation, administra-
tive, and ranching purposes.

Close 1 mile of road to motorized use in
Segment A which enters the Dormer  und
Blitzen  River corridor near Big Springs.
This road can onI>, be negotiated by all
tevain vehicles and motorcycles whew it
enters the west slope of the wnyon and is
virtually non-esistent and unusable where
it parallels the t-iver.  Write and publish a
supplementary  closure notice for the 1
mile of road under 33 CFR Part 83-K).

4. Trails

The Oregon High Desert National Recreation
Trail, ii+ich  is part of the Oregon State Trails
System, is established and trail guides ‘are
available to the public within the river corridor.

Management Objectives

Maintain existing trails throughout the
river system ,
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5. Pubk Outreach

Management Objectives

‘Management  Actions

Management  Act.ions

7. Law Enforcement

Management  Objectivesc

Management  Actions



LANDOWNERSHIP

1. Private Landowners

Management 0 bjectives

The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act does not
give the Federal government authority to
zone or othert\ise control use of private
lands. Agricultural and grazing activities
on private lands present at the time of
designation will not be affected.

County cotnprehensive land-use plans in
Oregon must recognize and provide
protection of Fedetxlly  designated Wild
and Scenic Rivers under St&xvide  Plan-
ning Goal 5. This could require county

plan amendments which might constrain
private landowners.

Management Actions

The Bureau of Land Management will
u:ork closely with landowners to assure
that all uses are consistent with the intent
of the Act. Fencing the river corridor on
private lands is not anticipated at this time,
Unless a protective or scenic easement has
been granted to the Bureau, landowners
are subject only to State and local regula-
tions.

2. Management Cooperation
Between Agencies and Affected
Parties

Management Objectives

Develop and/or coordinate management
programs with landowners, user groups,
and the local, State, and Federal agencies
shown below.

Management Actions

Coordination will occur with the following
agencies:

Harney  County
s me of oregot

Water Resources Depru-m~ent
Department of Fish and Wildlife
Division of State Lands
Historic Preservation Bffice
Department of Environmental Quality

US. Geological Survey
Water Resources Division

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Sewice
Malheur  Pktional  Wildlife Refuge

BLKI-IS Paiute Tribe

3. Land Exchanges/Purchases/
Easement

Management Objectives

Acquire. through land exchanges, pur-
chases or conservation casements, on a
willing buyer/seller grantor basis, any
private lands within the Wild and Scenic
River corridor.

Management Actions

Identify and then prioritize any suitable
lands for exchange, purchase, or easements
within the river corridor.

Any land exchanges or purchases will be
undertaken only with n~illitag parties. No
condemnation for fee title will occur.

4. Administrative Boundaries

Management. Objectives

The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act has the
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MANAGEMENT
ACTIONS/-
CONSIDERATIONS

1. ,Juniper Encroachment

Mcvlagemsnt Objectives(.



4.

established. They include the Rooster
Comb Research Natural AreajArea  of
Critical Environmental Concern, the
Little Blitzen  Research Natural Areil/
Area of Critical Environmental Conoem
within Segment B, and the kens
Scenic Area of Critical Environmental
Concern which covers Segments B, D,
and E.

Management Actions

Analyze the Unique Natural Areas (as
identified in the inventories) to see if
they meet the requirements for Research
Natural Areas/keas of Critical Envi-
ronmental Concern as described in the
Oregon Natural Heritage Program and
designate those that meet the criteria in
the upcom.ing  Andrews  Resource
Management Plan. Potential Areas of
Critical Environmental Concern would
be sub.ject  to interim management to
protect sensitive w.lues  until formal
evaluation through the Resource Man-
agement Plan or 8 plan amendment are
final.

Wilderness Study Areas

Act.” The proposal is to add lands managed by
the Bureau of Land Management to the Na-
tional Wilderness Presclvation  System,

Management 0 bjectives

Protect the Wilderness Study Areas that
are within the river cokdor.

Management Actions

Until these lands are either desikvrtted
wilderness or released from wilderness
review status by Congress. manage
existing Wilderness Study Areas within
the river colx-idor  as outlined in the
“Interim Management Policy and
Guidelines for Lands Under Wilderness
Review.“ These  Wilderness Study
Areas include the High S teens (245F),
Little Blitzen  (Z-861;),  Blitzen  Rive1
Canyon (2-86E.),  and the south fork of
the Dower and Blitzen  River (2-85G).

On July 22, 1992,  President Bush sent to
Congress the “Oregon Public Lands Wilderness





CHAPTER 4
ALTERNATIVES TO THE

PROPOSED PLAN

Ahnatives  are options for managing the outstand-
ingly remarkabk  values within  the Dormer  und
Blitzen  River.

Alternative 1 - Present Situation

This is the present situation operating mder
existing lmd-me plans. ProGde  for the protec-
tiorz of the orrtstandingly  remark~bie vairres  of
the Donrter  urtd Blifien Riwr as required by
the Wild md Seek Rivers Act.

Alternative 2

Emphasize n higher lewi of protectiorr  of the
outstandingly rentarkuble whes within  the
river corridor at the expense of all other

resource opporturiities.

RESOURCE
PROTECTION

Alternative I- Present  Situation

Corttiniie  recreation progri-ims estah-
lished to date.  The Bureau would
contime  to manage  the riwr corridor
in accordance wit11  the existing An-
drews Resource Area Munagenzettt
Framework Plrrn  and the Steens
Mourtt&  Recreatiotl  Arerr  Mirngc-
merrt  Plan. Aforiitor  recreational use so
that it does not impcrct  any of the

outstmrdingly  remarkable  m-hes.
IdentiJS’  these impacts attd take the
appropriate action to correct.
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Alternative 2

For n higkr enhancement of water
quality, remove all livestock grcrzing
and wild-horse use on public lunds
within the river corridor through
voluntnly suspended rtonuse  or a land-
use plsrrt  amendment. To enhance
water quality, monitor all other re-
source use such as recreationid nctivi-
ties and roads for impacts to water
qusdity.

7. Cultural Resource Management

Alternative 1 - Present Situation

Monitor known crdturul  sites wiflzirt
the n’ver corridor. Continue inrtento-
ries on the remaining 37 miles of the
river system.

The present situation will be the
same as the proposed action.

Alternati1.e  2

Same us Alternative 1.

RECREATION
DEVELOPMENT/
VISITOR
MANAGEMENT
1. Recreation Fxility Developments

Alternative 1 - Present Situation

Maintain and continue improvement
of the Page Springs Recreation Site.

The present situ&on will be the sume
ns the Proposed Plan.

Alternative 2

No recreational facilities would be
deveioped  wifjlin the river corridor.

2. Road Maintenance

Alternative 1 - Present Situlrtion

Maintain the Steens Mountain Loop
Road, Muintain and graval the road
into the Riddle Brothers Ranch.

Alternative 2

M&kin,  but do not grascl the road
into the Riddle Brothers Ranch.

3. Off-Highway Vehicle Use/Road  Ciosuw

Alternative 1 - Present Situation

Do not close any roads to motor&d
vehicles within the river corridor.

Alternative 2

Close all vehicle travel routes within
the river corridor to motorized vehicles
except the S&ens Mountain Loop Road
and the roud into the Riddle Brothers
Ranch.

4. Trails

Alternative 1 - Present, Situatiou

The present situation will be the snme
as the Proposed Plan.

Alternative 2

No udditional  hiking, horse, or moun-
tain bike trails would be developed
within the river corridor.



Altcrnatiw  I - Pi-sent  Situation

Thcr preserr  f sifautim will  be the
same as flze m43osed  Plan.

Alternative 2.

Same a s  Aitenzati~e  I.

Xltcrnativc  1 - Present Situation

Alternative 1 - Present  Situation

Alternative 2

LANDOWNERSHIP

Altwnafi~e  1 - Present Situation

Tlzc? grmertt sifriatim  will bc tlzt?  same
as tfze Proposed Ph.



OTHER
MANAGEMENT
CONSIDERATIONS
1~ Juniper Encroachment

Alternative 1 - Present Situation

TIze  preserzt situation will be tl2e same
as the Proposed Ph.

3. Resexch Nntural  Areas/Areas  of Critical
Environmental Concern

Alternative 1 - Present Situation

Tlte present sitmtiorz  will bs tlte sazzze
as tJze Proposed Plarr.

Alternative 2

Same as Alternative I.

4. Wilderness Study Aiws

Alternative 2
Alternative 1 - Present Situation

Same as Altentuti~e  I.

2. Fire Management

Alternative 1 - Present Situation

The present situatkut will be tlze san2e
as ttre Proposed Plan.

TFze  present ritzratior2 is t!ze sanae as tlze
Proposed Plarz.

Alternative 2

Same as Alterz2ative I,

Alternative 2

Sait2e as Altmzative  1.





CHAPTER 5
ENVIRONMENTAL

CONSEQUENCES

There are no anticipated negative impacts to com-
mercial forest lands. wetlands, flood plains, Wilder-
ness Study Areas, designated Research Natural
Areas/Areas of Critical Environmental Concern, 01
visual resources. Since the entire river corridor has
no mining claims, mineral leases, or mineral mate-
rial sites, and is withdrawn from mineral entry, there
would be no impact on mineral or energy-related
resources.

RESOURCE
PROTECTION
1. Recreation Management

Impacts from the Proposed Plan

Establishirzg  tlte Limits of Acceptable
Change us a method of morzitoring
existing azzd fatare  trends for each
riper segment would provide baselirze

data for corztrollitzg  recreatiorzrzl  use
wit!zin  tlze riser corridor. TJris would
benefit tile outstandirzg!y remarkable
ltcdues  and would result in azz overall
improved recreational experiezzee  for
the visitor.

Using Special Recreation Use Permits
within the her corridor for large
grozzps,  commercial, and competitive
use of public lazzds  would give tlze
Bureau control of tlzis type of use und
allow for protectiorz  of ttte outstand-
ingly remarkable values. Tlze  izzcreased
regulatiorzs would cause son2e irzconve-
itiettce  to groups.

Closizzg I7 miles of river corridor to
mourztain  bikes and ottzer mechanized
equipment would izave  a direct impact
on tfzis type of use. The public NOW’
usizzg tltese areas wozzld be forced to
fired alternative locations.



Lkwloping  recreatiunitl  attd cduca-
tiotiul  oj3porta3tities  at the Riddle
I~rothm Rttrtch  R’atio3tal  Historic
LXstrict  wottld altilmv the public tlte
positiw txpcricwce  of leartrirrg  about
atrd t~.~puitwcing  an otigitral  hottze-
‘SkYid from the kite Isoo’s.

Please  3-e f’er  to the Recreatiort  Develop-
33tentMsitor  Maitagemen  f section for
iittpcK%Y  on road F?i~iFlt~tiatXe.

&wets witi be si33tila3-  to thse t&d
under the Proposed Pkari. f~owever, 17
miles  of n’wr comidor  would  ttot be
closed to whicrrh  ttse urtder this
ultcr3iatiw,

Edttcational hrochtms  artd sigrtittg  to
prefect  resource wltres witftitt the riwr
corridor would trot be developed atzd
distrihtr  fed to the recreational ttser,
resttlfirtg itt possible damage to re-
SONrce wlms,

2. Grazing  Mixk3gement  - Livestock

Liwstock gmzitzg  oti public httcis
wifltitt  the river con-idor wotrld  bc
itttpacted throtigh  redtrctiotts or slirrti-
tWi0FZS iti the 3iumbers Of iivestui’k Of
ckattgcs ii2 g~~~~‘tigpr~tc~~ce.~.  River
segrttettts  B, C, and 11 wonEd  be im-
pacted the most by the prqmwd  ac-
tions, This woulri kaw a direct, CICO-
norttical i33tpacf ott t?te liwstock  pennif-
tee if other areas of me are 3tofJbtutd
to rufi the saftte operation as they  ltave
in the past.

Rangclattd dcwlopmettts,  stcck as
fettci3tg and wafer sowces,  could
provide for enhamed  manage33tenf  of
livestock ttse wifftin  the Fish Crcekf?ig
Indian Allufrtlettf and the Sorrllt  Sitwts
Allotttwlt.  hprowd grazing ttmttngc-

rttett f praciices  ruorrld  restrlt irt imt-
prowd forage cottditions which whild
then prokie for more sfabk liwstock
opcratio3ts.

Citar~ging  thing,  s’twott of rise,  md
durwtiott  *for liwstock ttaattagettzettt
within the area would  haw a direct
iutpact ott the perrttiitec  and /tow they
mti their opem~ions  in the ftt fare,

Impacts from this alkmafiw  would be
tile same as described tinder impacts
front the Proposed Plan txccpf
changes may not occttr  as quickly dtte
to less e3riplt  asis 03~ developing gra5trg
S$SfeFtl*

Altermttiw  2 would  Italoe  a greatet
irttpact  00 tlte livestock pen3ti&vs



3C.

which now operate withi9t the n&r
corridor. Total eliitlirratio99 of cattle
within the cowidur  arid  providing 910
other areas to corrlpensate  for loss of
arti999al u9tit 99lonths  would result i9t an
econo99Cc  loss to the livestock opera-
tors.

This altenzative  best represents the
protectiorz  and enhartcemertt  of the
outstartdingly  rerrtarkable values.

Wild-Horse  Management

Impacts from the Proposed Plan

Wild horses would be impacted by
reducing 9zumbers  of animals withirt
the n’ver corridor where their activities
have a direct impact 091 the riparian
areas. Wild-horse movement  arzd
disttibution may be i99tpacted  if range-
la9td developmet&,  such as ferrces, are
used to protect the n’ver  com’dor,
Mortitoring will occur to deter99ti9te
impacts to the wild and free roami99g
nature of the aniinals,

Wild horses could be9@2 from pro&id-
irzg additional altental?ve  water sources
away from the n-veer com’dor.  This will
also keep horses out of the river corri-

dor.

Impacts from Alternative 1

Impacts from this altenzative  would be
the same as described m&r impacts
from the Proposed Plan except
changes 99zay rtot occur as quickly due
to less emphasis 09t dcvelopirtg  grazing
systenr.

Impacts Corn  Alternative 2

Wild-horse use would also be inlpacted
froni this alteniative. Water sources

andforage would  be lost withi9t  the
n’ver co9ridor along with the wild and
free-roaming  ability of the a9zirnal.

4. Kiparian Management

Impacts from the Proposai  Plan

As the ripariu9r  areas within tile river

corridor improve, strea99zside  vegeta-
tion, stream  channel stability, water
quuiity, and fish artd wildllye  habitat
would be e9ihamed  as a result of the

proposed actiorzs.

Impacts from Alternative 1 - Piwsent  Situa-
tion

I9npacts  would be si99Clar to those
described u9tder  the Proposed Pfatz
except charrges  may 9zot occur as
rapidly due to a decreased emphasis o9t
developirzg  and irnplernenlilrg livestock
graziilg practices.

Uncler  this alternative, the National
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act still re-
quires protection and enhancement of
the outstaxiingly remarkable values.

Impacts from Alternative 2

199tpacts  would be si99tilar to those
&.&bed  under the Proposed Plart.

5. Fish and Wildlife Management

Impacts from the Proposed Plan

Fish and wildl~e  habitat would im-
prove i9t direct proportion to iltlprove-
9ne9tt  i9t streanl  channel morphology
and increased dens@ of riparian  trees

arrd shnrbs ulotlg the streu9nba99ks.

The effects or i9npacb  of im~ating  the
9neadows 091 the fisheries arid aquatic



habitat alotrg the lower 3 miles of
Se~~mertt  B torrid riot be detemhed
trrttil  rlze l~~drologi~al  study is cow
plctcd.

19npacts  wou4d be sirrlilar  to those
desctibed aader the Proposed PIa
except irnprove999errt  i9r habitat wordd
be slower dm to reduced emphasis on
developitzg  graziag s;t’stems.

L’rrder  this altcrttative, the ~Vatio9wl
Wild artd Scertic Rivers Act still  re-

qtlirm protcctiorz  and snftancerncnt  of
the outsta99di99&  rermrkahle  valaes.

6.

Impucts  from .ute1native  2

I9npatts would  be si99Glar  to those
desctfbed urzder  the preserrt sitrratiort.

Water QudityiWater Quantity

Il:lpLlctS from the Proposed  Plllll

Waler qrrali@  would be irnpro  ved in
direct propo9fhrt  to improve99lent  i9z
ckmml morplsolog~  artd itweased
de9tsiQ  qf trees and shrubs cxlor~g
strea991 barrk.  Also, redaced r~tili,mtiorr
of.forage i9r the 9ipa9iazr  zone atld the
~rpland  watersl~ed  would redace
erosion a9rd  rmoff  from tlumder-
sto9ms ar rd 5’910  w ine4t, this i9npro ri9tg

water  qualily  artd itweasirrg  basefloii
y f stream,

Irttpat-fs  would be si99Glar  to those
iderz f$ed mder the Proposed Pta91,

except for i99rprove99wnt  ilk wate9
qua4ity due to au i9weased  e99~plmis
091 developing and i9nplc99xn ti9tg
grazi99g  systenas.

Iuzpucts  wou4d be similar to those
ident@d ander  the! Propascd  Pla’nrm.

7.

Redaced grazi9rg  a4otrg ~strca999s  arzd irt
the uplands would dcrrease  possible
impacts to culttrral wlrres  lyii!irzg o9z the
surfers  of the groruittd.  Itzmased
vegetation would  ruuke  it harder fit
distirtgrrish  su9face art$acts,  fitus
providing protectiotz  $rotna varxlalis99t.

Iltapacts  would be sinzilar  to those
idetztifled under the Proposed Platz
except i99tpro ve99m t woa4d  be slo wr.

IilttpaiVx  would  he siuri4ar  to those
ide9t  f$ed mder  the Proposed I’lm,



RECREATION
DEVELOPMENT/-
VISITOR
MANAGEMENT
1. Recreation  Facility Developments

Impacts from the Proposed Plan

Continued ntnirttettnnce  of the Page
Springs Recrecrfion  Site is an ottgoirtg
process artd  comtnitmertt. No impacts
front fhis fhcility  to the outstandittgly
remarkable values  are identified.

A short-ternt  effect OR the itnmediu~e
area urourtd  Blitzert Crossittg would
occurfrom  the de~*elopment  crud
constructiort  of a stugirq$~3ur~~itg  area.

By developing safe parking  for six
vehicles, healrlt und safety would be
ertsuredfor  the recreationist.

Impacts from Alternative 1 - Present Situa-
tion

These impacts would be similar to
those described under the Proposed
Plutt for the Page Springs Recreution
Site.

Impacts from Alternative 2

There would be no recreatiortnl  facili-
ties der?eloped within the river corridor,
such as the parking/stughg  urea at
Blitzert Crossing. No short-term
impacts would occur front cottstrtdiott
of this faci.Uy; artd no bettefiis to the
visitor, such us health rrttd safety,
would occur.

2. Road Maintenance

Impacts tiorn the Proposed Han

Stabilking  the Seem Mourtfcrirt  Loop
Roadbed with the use of gravel and a
bittdiltg agent would reduce seditneu  f
into the ri,*er  corridor.

Maintenance and stabilization of the
10~ water river crossing at Indian Creek
(Segment D) fvould  stabilize the banks
and prevent erosion and siltation of the
river downstream from the ford. The
visitors who use the crossing would be
afforded safer and more reliable xcess
across the ford.

Maintaining the road into the Riddle
Brothers Ranch National Historic
District would enhance the recreational
user and provide reasonable administra-
tive access to the site.

Impacts from Alternative 1 - Present Situa-
tion

This ultermtit~e would be similctr  to
wltut is described ijt the Proposed Plirrt.
However, since the low water ril*er
crossing would rtot be tnnintirined artd
stabilized, continued erosion and
siltutiott  of the river would occur and
some limited health nrtd safety intpcIcts
to the I’isitor  could occur.

Impacts from Alternative 2

These intpctcfs  would be sirnilm to
those described under Alternafir’e  1.

3L. Off-Road Vehicle  Use/Road Closure

Impacts from the Proposed Plan

Al this time, IEO impacts  to motorized
,*etticle  use with the Riddle Brothers
Ram/t L~~ti~t~l  Histllti- Disfric are
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iderttijied.  A cccss is closed to the pnhlic
fx nzotorized  recreationrd  me, and
adrttittktrrrtiw  nrtd rmc2rirtg me is kept
to a rninirmm.

Closing 1 mile  of road to motorized use
in Segment A. which enters the river
corridor  near Big Springs. tvould
enhsnce  the primitive recreational
esper-iemt  for the visitor.

Visitors using all temin vehicles, motor
bikes, etc. across this portion of the
canyon \vould  k directly impacted and
would hai~e  to find orher  mm to use.

Impacts from Alternatix  1 - Present Situa-
tion

Offkond use wvrtld  corttime tv occur
by uot closing I mile vf rotid to nrotor-
ized use near Big Springx There is #to
roadbed nlorzg  the otze-quarter  mile of
river it: the bottom vf the canyon.
Mvtvrked  we would occur indiscrimi-
nately nlvng this  0.25mile  section artd
ltar*e cl direct impucf  OII tlte r&rim
area.

Phtitiw recre&ional  rrse within  this
mw would trot be erhmred with
cotttintwd maforked we of this NW.

Impacts from rZlrernative  2

The impmts, from this altern&w
woltld  be .sirnilm  tv tklf described in
the Prvpvsed PIm fw the 1 mile vf
road clomre  ift Segmetzt  A.

This alferrtnti~e  would also clvsc the
roud wltich crosses Segment D aud is
called the low nwter riser crowifrg.
This would deny motorizd  access to a
lwge block of public lands irt the Soutfi
Steetrs which offer cf rmiety of recre-
atioml opportunities. The road accexs

is also neededfvr  rcrnctiing mtd adwin-
istrhe use by the Burem.

Developing it 2.25mile  interpretive trai 1
through the Riddle Brothers  Rwch
National  Historic District tvould  en-
hance the recreational uw through
education about an original homestead
on Steens Mountain. No actual trail
construction would occur, The  trail
would be laid out 3s 3 “corridor con-
cept” like the Oregon  High Desert
National Recreation Trail.

4. Trails

Impacts from the Proposed Plan

The imp&s  of clositrg  I7 miles of the
n’rver  corridor to mom&in  Mm withirt
Little Blitzen, Big, rrrtd Little Ittdian
Curryvrrs  wotrld  bc the .suw~e as de-
scribed uttder  the impacts to Recre-
ation Management.

Impacts from ,4ltemative  I - Present Situn-
tion

The impacts. from thi+s  alterwtiw
would be similar tv those descn’bed
under the Prvposed  Plan, cxccpff~~~
the closittg of i 7 miles of riwr cowidvl
to rnountkn  bikes,

No inipucts from this altermu? w me
iden ti$ed. Adequate tr&s exist at this
time tiirorighor~t  the river corridor.

5. Public Outreach

Education about the different outstm&
ingly  renmkablc  values within the river
corridor would help protect and enhunce



these values, Signs will be designed so resourc2  sites, enforcement of livestock
they do not impact the naturalness of the grazing, off-road vehicles, and recre-
area. ational USC.

Impact from Alternative 1 - Present Situa-
tion

Impacts from Altemative  1 would be
the same as described above.

Impacts from Alternative 1 - Present Sima-
tion

Impacts from Aktnative 1 would be
the same as described above in the
Proposed Plan.

Impact from Altemative 2
Impacts from Alternative 2

Opportunities would be lost by not
developing any new media to educate
the public on the outstandingly renxark-
able values within the river coxidor.  or
any other stop which the Bureau of
Land Management would like to tell.

6. Search and Rescue

Impacts from the Proposed Plan

No impacts from this action to the
Proposed Plan are identified.

Impacts from Alternative 1 - Present Situa-
tion

Impacts from Altemative  1 would be
the same as described above.

Impacts from Alternative 2

Impacts from Altemative 2 ~vould  be
the same as described above.

7. Law Enforcement

Impacts from the Proposed Plan

To provide more coverage within the
Donner und Blitzen  River, an additional
workload would occur.

Resources would incur benefits such as
increased patrols on known cultural

Impacts from Alternative 2 would be
the same as described above in the
Proposed Plan.

LANDOWNERSHIP
1. Private Landowners

Impacts from the Proposed Plan

No impacts from this action to the
Proposed Plan are identified. Good
communication and coopzration  be-
tween agencies and landowners  would
allow for better working conditions and
enhancement of the natural resources
within the river coI7idor.

Impacts from Alternative I - Pxsent Situa-
tion

Coordination with the private landown-
ers within the river corridor is impor-
tant. A lack of coordination between the
Bureau of Land Management ‘and the
private landowners would result in poor
understanding of the Wild and Scenic
Rivers Act.

Impacts from Alternative 2

Fencing public lands from private lands
within the river corridor would not



allow for complete protection and Impacts from .4ltemative  2
enhancement of the outstandingly
remarkable vaiucs  within the system, Impacts from the alternative would be
Different levels of management could the same as describwl  under the Pro-

occur between the public and private posed Plan,
lands.

4. Administrative  Boundaries
2. Wmgernent  Cooperation  between
Agencies and Affected Parties Impacts from the Proposcd  Plan

Impacts from the Proposed Plan No identified impacts from this alterna-
tive to the administrative  boundaries m

Better  coil?nrunicatioi?  n,ould  result in a identified. Boundarie:,  hxma9e  final

better understanding,  cooperation,  and with the approval of the river  manage-
management  of the river corridor. ment  plan.

Impacts  from AltWll;tti\~~  1 - Present Situa- Impacts from Alternative 1 - Present Situa-
tion tion

Impacts from  this alternative would Ix Impacts from this alternative ~soultl  be
similar to those descrikd under the the same as described under  the Pro-
Proposed Plan, except  that the require- posed Plan.
ment  for one annual meeting is elim-
nated. Impacts from Alternative 7

Impacts from Altemative  2 Impacts from this alkrnative  \voultl  k
the same as described under the Pro-

Irnpac~s  from this alternative would be posed Plan.
the same as descrikd in Alternative 1.

L.3 Land ~:changes/Purcha~s/E~e- OTHER MANAGE-
ment MENT ACTIONS/

Impacts from the Proposed  Plan CONSIDERATIONS
There are no major ir33pacts idenGt’ied
from land eschan~es/pilrchases/ease- 1. Juniper  I3ncroacbmen t
ments  under the Proposed Plan. These
actions \4,ould  bc under&en only with Impacts from the Proposed Plan

willing parties with exchanges being the
preferred approach, This alternative  would allow  the use’ of

fire as a managcnkxt  tool to control the

Impacts from Altrrnativc  1 - Present Situa- advanxmcnt of juniper within the river

Corm corridor. Impacts v+wld  lx a short-term,
visual disturbance immediately after the

Impacts tiom this alternative would  be burn; but by the following  spring. the

the smc as descrilxd under the Pro- area ivould  be green ivith  grasses and

posed Plan. forbs.
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Aspens and wet ‘areas would be en-
hanced in alas where-juniper is chok-
ing out traditional stands and drying up
springs. The outst<~ldingly  remarkable
values would be enhanced by this
management action.

Impacts from Alternative 2

Impacfs from this nlternati~~e  would be
described under the Proposed I%m

3. Research  Natural  Areas/Areas  of
Critical  Environmental Concern

Impacts from Alternative 1 - Present Situa-
tion Impacts from the Proposed Plan

Impacts from this alternative \yould  be
the same as described under the Pro-
posed Plan

No impacts from this action to the
Proposed Plan are identified.

Impacts from  Altemative  2
Impacts from Alternative 1 - Present Situa-

tion

Impacts from this alternative Lvowld  be
the same as described under the Pro-

The impacts from this alternative would
be the same as described under the

posed Plan. Proposed Plan.

2. Fire Management

Impacts from the Proposed Plan

Impacts from Alternative 2

Not permifting retardm  t drops within
0.125 mile of the river boundary would
keep retardant out of the water.
Aqua&  habitat would rtot  be harmed
by this u&n,

The impacts from this alternative would
be the same as described  under the
Propose<1  Plan.

4. Wilderness  Study Areas

Impacts from the Proposed Plan

Mechanized equipment would huve
limited access to the river corridor  by
roads; and where thti equipment can

be used, it would protect structures
such a5 at the Riddle Brothers Runch.

No impacts from this action to the
Proposed Plan are identified. Congress
would either designate wilderness areas
on the Steens or release these areas from
Wilderness Study Area status.

Because of topography, hand crews
would be used in place of mechanized
equipment.

Impacts from Alternative 1 - Present Situa-
tion

If all or portions of the river corridor
become designated ivilderness,  the most
restrictive protection, from either
R’ildcmess  designation or \Vild  and
Scenic River designation, would prevail.

Impacts from this alternative would be
the same as described under the
I+oposed  Plan,

Impacts from Alternative 1 - Present Situa-
tion

The impacts from this alternative would
be the same as described under the
Proposed Plm*
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CHAPTER 6
COST AND IMPLEMENTATION

FISCAL
REQUIREMENTS

implement management actions as soon as funding
becomes secured through the budget process.
Priorities ale based on resource and user reqnire-
ments, guidelines established under the Wild and

The folIo\ving  are estimated costs  over a five yeiu
period based on 1992 dollar values. The intent is to

Scenic Rivers Act, and other commitments and
priorities established.

FY FY F’t; FY FI
199-? 1995 1996 1997 1998

1. Day use area,~paking  for six vehicles at Blitzen  Crossing

3i. Indian Cr& Ford/Stabilization

3. Riddle Brothers Ranch Cultural Resource: hlanagement  Pkm

*Includes mnintennncc and gravling of 2 milt3 of access road
4mrrll parking area for 8-10 vehicles
*Stabilization of historic structures
*Interpretive tmil  development  - 2.25 miles
*Irrigation system far meadows
*Fish screw

4. Signing

*5. Kiosk

6. Fencing

Sub-Total

$ IO.fXlO

10,oOO
8.IX)O

IO,ONl
1 .soo
5.000
8,cNO

1,000

2,500

10,000

%6,000

10,OfK)

10,000

1,000

s,cKlo

s,ooo

$3 1 .ooo

10.0cKl

s16,ooo
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CHAPTER 7
APPENDICES

65





APPENDIX A
BOUNDARY DESCRIPTIONS

Dormer und Blitzen Wild and Scenic River
Legal DescripGon - Administrative Boundary

Legal description of proposed administrstive l.x~~dq commencing at the htxdwaters  of the south fork of the Donncr und Blitzen
(refrtrrai  to as Segment C on the map)  and on the cast-west centcrlinc between Sections 19,20.  T. 32 S., R. 32-I/?,  E., ancl
extending  downstream to the section lint bctwec‘n  8 and 17. T. 32 S.. R. X-112  E., then back to point of nrigib.

Township

3s s.

3s s.

35 s.

35 s.

3s s.

3s s.

3s s.

33 s.

?A s.

33 s.

34s.

Range

X-3/4  E.

X-3,4  E.

32-3/d  E.

33314 E.

X-?,J: E.

32-314  E.

32-3’3 E.

X-3/4  E.

X-314 E.

32-314  E.

x-313  E.

Meridian

W.hl.

WM.

W*Evl.

WM.

W.M.

WM.

M:.M.

W.hl.

W.hl.

WM.

Section

20

17

1x

7

8

s

4

33

27

22

21

Beginning at the section corner common to Sections 17. 18. 19 and 31).
Thencc heading east 0.3 mile, thence heading northesterly  0.36 mile to
a point intersecting the section lines lxtween Sections 20 and 17.

Thence heading north 0.X mile, thence heading east 0.50 mile, thence
hadin?  northwesterly 0.36 milt, thcncc heading rlolth  on the section lir~
0.34 mile.

Thence heading cast 0.35 mile. thence heading 0.13 mile north to Lxctio~~

lint

Thence heading north 1.25  miles, hence heading northwesterly 0.38 mile
to section line.

Thence heading northwcstcrly  0.53 mile. thence north 0.12 mile to the
section line.

Thence huiing northe~istcrlly  0.28 mile, thcncrt heading MY%  X30 milt to
the section line txt~vcen Sections 5 and 4. Thence heading \jat 0.75 mile
along  the section line hetwten Sections 9 and 4.

Thence heading north 0.50  mile, thence hending east  0.75 mile to section
line. Thcncc north along section line. Thence north along section line 0.25
mile, thence nw-thensterly  0.27 mile to section lint, thence east 0.25 mile.

Thence heading north c).X mile, thence heading northeasterly 0.55 mill:  to
section iine, thence heading north 0. I?, mile, thence heading northc~~terlq
0.57 mile to the section line. thence heading north 0.25 milt: to section
corner.

Thence heading northeasterly C).?O  mile. thence heading north O.SII  mile to
section line.

Thence hwding west 1 .O milt:  to section line.
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Township

33 s.

33 s.

33 s.

33 s.

33 s.

33 s.

33 s.

33 s.

33 s.

3.: s.

33 s.

33s.

33 s.

33 s.

33 s.

33 s.

33 s.

Range

33 E.

33 E.

33 E.

33 E.

33 E.

33 E.

3.3 E.

33 E.

33 E.

33 E.

3.1 E,

33 E.

32-3/d  E.

33-314  E.

32-314  E.

X-3/4  E.

X-3/4 E.

Section

30

31

37

26

23

22

21

16

17

21

16

17

36

2s

26

3s

2

Thence continuing southeasterly 0.33 mile to sectirn line. Thence healing
east 0.75 ink to section corner.

Thence hexiing south 0.25 mile xlong  section line. Thence he:lrling  u.cst
1 .O mile to section line, Thence haling north 0.25 mile to section corner.

Thewe heading north O.ii5 mile to the southern portion of the Steals
hkuntain Loop Road. Thence heading northwesterly  0.25 mile along the
southern portion of the Stsens Mounkiin  Loop Road lo section line.
Thence head {vest  0.75 mile to section corner.

Thence haling south 0.12 mile along section line. Thence hending  west
1.25 miles along the north rim of Big Indian Canyon.

Thence continuing \sest 0.12 mile along the North Rim of Big Indian
Canyon.

Thence continuing {vest  1.25  miles along the north rim of Big Indian
Chl$Y-!ll.

Thence continuing wat 0.12 mile along the north rim of Big Indian
cimyon.

Thence continuing west 1.25 miles along the north rim of Big Indiatn
Canyon.

Thence continuing west 1.25 miles :tlong the north rim of Big Indkm
Catlyo”.

Thence continuing west 1.0 mile along the north rim of the Big Indian
Cxqon.

Thence continuing south 1.35 miles along  the west rim of the Big Indian
Canyon to junction of the southern prtion of Stcens Mountain Lc?i,p
Road.

Thence continuing s&heastcrly  1.25 miks along the southern portion of
Stews Mountain Loop Road. Thenw heading south 0.3-l mile to center of
the rjection.  Thence heading west 0.50 mile to section line.
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Township Range kieridian

33 s. 32-K E.

33 s.

32 s.

32 s.

33 s.

32 s.

33 s.

33 s.

32-l/2 E.

32-K E.

32-l,?  E.

32-l/2 E.

X-l/‘2  E.

32-lj?,  E.

32-W E.

32-112  s. 33 E.

33 s. 33 E.

32-l/2 s. 33 E.

WM.

bt’.hl.

W.h,I.

w.hl.

W.M.

WM.

W.M.

W.M.

WM.

W.M.

WM.

Section

Thence  heading west 1 .O mile to section line. Thence heading south 0.25
mile along  section line to section  comer.

‘5-. Thence  heading west 1.0 mile ahg the south Imndq of Section 25 to
conlluence ~vith  the Blitzen  River Canyon,

Refer to Segment A on the map

x,27 Thence heading north 9.50 miles along the eat rim of
22,23 Blitzcn  River Canyon to section line between
22.15 Sections 3 and 33.
l3,lS
10, 9.

I

33 Thence heading north 0.50 mile. Thence heading northeasterly 0.33 mill:
to south rim of Fish Crwk Canyon.

Refer to Segment F on the map.

34.35

2,

36

1

1

6. 5
3, 10

II. I2

3’ 33. b, . .

4. 3

34.33

Thence hcxIing  east 2.0 miles along the south rim of Fish Creek to
intersection of T. 32 S,, and T. 33 S. township line.

Thence continuing cast 0.50 mile to intersection of township line betu;txn
T. 32 S.. and T 33 F. . . L.

Thence continuing east  0.25 mile along south rirn of Fish Creek Canyon
to township line between T. 32 S. and  T. 33 S.

Thence continuing east 0.50 mile along the south rim of Fish Creek
Canyon to si’ctioii  line.

Thence continuing east 1.50 miles along south
rim of Fish Creek to where rim ends, Thence
continuing east 1.17 miles to section line. Thence heading southeasterly
0.84 mile to section comer. Thence  heading south 0.25 inile. Thence
heading cast 2.75 miles. Thence  heading southertwly  0.36 mile to
section line. Tlence continuing east 1.0 mile to township line lxtwxn T,
33 S., and T. 33-ir, S.

Thence hcadi~~g southeasterly 1.09 miles to section lint bctu;cen Sections
32 and 33. Thence continuing southcastcrly  0.55 mile to tov.whip  line T.
32-l/2 s. md T. 33 s.

Thence heading southeasterly 0.37 mile to ccntcr of section. Thence
hexiing ea$t 1.0 mile to center of Section 3. Thence hexding north 0.09
mile to the northem portion of Stecns Mountcdn Loctp  Road. Thence
heading northwesterly 0.50 mile along  the northem portion of the Loop
Road to township line.

Thence  continuing northwesterly 1.50 miles along the northern portion of
the Loop Road to section line. Thence heading {vest  0.4s mile to section
line. Thence  heading north 0.25 mile along section line. Thence heading
west 0.25 mile. Thence  heading north 0.25 mile. Thence heading v,at
0.75 mile to section line.



hieridian Section

W*hI. 1, 3.
3. 3



hleridian Section

Refer to Segment C on the map

33s.

33 s.

3s s.

32-l,? E. WM. 2, 1

32-3/A  E. W.M. s. 7
18.19
20

Thwx continuing south 0.1 1 mile. Tht‘ncc continuing east 0.34 mile  to
canyon rim. Thence heading south 1.0 mile along west rim Blitzen River
Canyon. Thence hexiing  Hat 0.09 mile. Thence hcnding south  0.50 mik.
Thence heading wutheastdg  0.34 mile to center of Section 12.

Thence heading cat 0.50 milt to section line ktswn Sections 12 and 7.
Thence heading south 0.25 mile along section linit.

Thence continuing e:t<t 0.67 milt to west
rim of Blitzen  River Cxyon.  Thence heading south 3.0 miles
along  west rim of Blitzen  River Canyon.
Thence htxiing south 02.3 mik to section line btWeen Sections 20 and
29.  Thence heading east 0.25 mile to section comer. Thence heading
south 0.1 I mile along section line. Thence heading east I. 1 I milts.
Thence kading south 0.25 mile. Thence heading southwstt‘rly 0.86 mile
to section line ktww Sections 38 and 33.

Thence continuing southwesterly 3.0 miles to section line
lxtween  Sections 5 and 6. Thence htxding  southwesterly
1.06 milts. Thcncc heading south 0.50  mile. Thcncc hcxiing wuthcast-
erly  0.34 mik to center of Section 28. Thence hcnding south 0.25 mile.
Thence hexling swthexsterly  0.34 mile to section line ktuezn Sections
18 and 19. Thcncc heading east 0.25 mile to point of origin.





APPENDIX B
SPECIAL STATUS, RARE, THREATENED AND
ENDANGERED SPECIES
DONNER UND BLITZEN RIVER WILD AND
SCENIC AREA

SPECIKS

U.S. FISH OREC;ON
AND DEPT. FISH

WILDLIFE AND
SERVICE WILDLIFE
STATUS STA’I’US

OREGON
DEPT. OF

AC;RICULTURE:
STATUS

OREGON
NATURAL
HERITAGE
PROGR.bM

MAhlRlALS
Wolverine
California bighorn sheep
plxzific  Wrstcrn  big-cared t,tit
Spotted hat

AhlPHIHIANS
Spotted  frog

FISH
Redlxmd trout
h4tllheur  hIotrled Sculpin

SENSITIVE PLANT SPECIES LIST
Cusick howmint

* Slimleaf  onion
S iem onion
Lancelcaved  grapcfem

SP
C2
c 2 SC
C2

LT LT
LE LE

SC
sv

C2 sv
SC

C?
C2

C2
C2

SP
SP
SV
SV
s v
sv
SC
SC
SC
SV
SP

SC

s v
SC

3
3

7s



3
3 I



APPENDIX C
UNIQUE VEGETATIVE AREAS
FOR THE DONNER UND BLITZEN RIVER
Segml t Description

A Page Springs riparian zone
l Extensive native sedge meadow
l Diversity of riparian plant species
l Black cottomvood  dominated riparian area

B

c

D

Meado~v/riparian  complex at Riddle Brothers Ranch
l Extensive bottomland
l Black cottonwood dominated riparian zone
l Diverse stream morpholog>

Rooster Comb Research Natural Area/d4rea of Critical Environmental Concern
l Designated Research Natural Area/Area of Critical Environmental Concern
l Mountain mahogany/bluebunch  wheatgrass  communit}
l Numerous sensitive plant species

Little Blitzen  Research Natml  Area/Area of Critical Environmental Concern
l Designated Research Natural AreaJArea  of Critical Environmental Concern for

five plant community cells
l Numerous sensitive plant species

South Fork Canyon riparian zone
l Extensive low elevation canj.on  riparian community
l Sensitive plant species

Hufftnan  Camp meadow
. Low elevation aspen
l Good condition uplands
l Meadow

South Fork headwaters
l Springs
l High elevation wetlands
l Low elevation wetlands

Big Indian mahogany
l Good condition mountain mahogany cotnmunities including mountain mahogany/

mounuain  snowberry, mountain mahogany/bluebunch  wheatgrass,  mountain
mahogany/bluebunch  wheatgrass-Idaho fescue, mountain mahogany-M,estern
juniper/bluebunch  wheatgrass  and mountain mahogany-quaking aspen/mountain

snowbuyIdaho  fescue-blue wildrye
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Segment Ikscription

Big Indian headwaters
* Lincw  terraced wetlands
l Sensitive plant qxcies

Rig Indian cirque
l Native cirque wetlands
l Alpine ponds
l Sensitive plant spe&s

E LAtle  Indian riparian zone
l l?iparian  habitat includu:~’ -o fems and other west Cascade species
l Western  birch dominant

Little  Indian beaver  pond area
l Good condition linear Lvetlands
l Aspen/willow forest
. Sensitive plant species

Lit&z  Indian side slopes
l hlountuin  snoivlxl7ylmouIlt~~iin  big sagebrush community
l Mowrain mahogany conununity
l ,4spen  comtnunity

Little  Indian headwaters
. Diverse  wetlands
l Subalpine hillslopes wetlands
. Sensitive plant species

Fish Creek beaver ponds
l Extensive aspen forests
l hkadows,  ponds cmtcd  by beaver ponds
l Kumerous  wetlands
l Sensitive plant species

Headwnters  of Fish Creek
l hleadows  in a gentle basin
l Sensitive plant species



APPENDIX D
STREAM CONDITION CRITERIA
Habitat condition ratings were obtained by walking streams artd surveyirtg  their physical and biological
characteristics. Habitat condition ratings were based on nzarty  factors. Key factors included the percent of
the stream shaded, vegetation species composition attd vigor, the aburtdarrce of these species, the intensity
of livestock use within the riparian zone, arrd the degree of grazing use on riparian species, presence of
dead trees and shrubs, the stability of strearnlands, gutlying,  sedimentation of pools, stream meartderirtg,
stream gradient, and other factors.

Habitat condition mtings were based on all factors. No single factor was keyed. Indicators of habitat
quality are irtterrelated and the biotic potential of each stream segment must be considered. The character-
istics of fhe four conditions of stream habi&ifollows:

Excellent Conditiort

Shading streambank cover exceeds SO percent, both undersfory species and shade providirrg  species
vigorous with a mixture of age classes and more than 90 percent of streambarth  stable.

Good Condition

Shading strearnba~tk  cover and understory species usually reducedfrorn excellent condition habifat,
more than 80 percent of streambanks stable, and a mixture of age classes.

Fair Condition

Streambank plant species noticeably reduced in diversity, reproduction, and productivity from habitat
in good and excellent corzditiun.  Shading streambank cover usually less than 20 percent. Marty
streambanks are unstable with little vegetative healing of eroded banks.

Poor Condition

Typical riparian shrub plant species missing  or sparse. Shading streambank cover commonly V-IV
percent. Most of the erodible banks are unstable witir  almost no Irealing b_v vegetatiorr. Often, the area
has art et~croachment of uplandplauts, such as big sagebruslt,  into the riparian  zone, and a water
table that has been lowered due to erosion.
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APPENDIX E
PLANNING PARTICIPANTS
SOUTH STEENS WORKING GROUP
Bureau of Land Management

Michael T. Green, District hlanager
Donald R. Cain, Associate District Manager
Victor E. Pritchard, Assistant District Manager, Resources
Glenn T. Patterson, Andrew Resource Area Manager

Steven W. Anderson, Supervisory Outdoor Recreation Planner
Mark L. Armstrong, Public Affkrs Officer
Russell G. Bentley, Planning and Environmental Coordinator
James G. Buchanan, Jr., Range Consen;ationist
Robert F. Bums, Fishery Biologist
Bruce M. C&pin,  Archaeologist
Thresa  M. Geisler, Geologist
Richard  D. Hall, Natural Resource Specialist
Kevin B. Hamilton, Aviation Management Specialist
Pamela L. Keller, Geographical Information System/Land Information System Coordinator
Curtis W. Leet,  Soil Scientist
Fred Y. McDonald, Natural Resource Specialist
Scott A. Moore, Outdoor Recreation Planner
Janis  Reimers, Botanist
Lucille M. Roberts, Editorial .4ssistant
Guy R. Sheeter, Wildlife Biologist
hlark W. Sherboume, Realty Specialist
David C. Swisher, Range Technician
David G. Vickstrom,  Natural Resource Specialist
David R. Ward, Range Conservationist

Jim Buchanan
Mary Hanson
Ron Harding

SOUTH STEENS WORKING GROUP

Range Conservationist, Bureau of Land hilanagement
Oregon Environmental Council
Wild Horse Specialist, Bureau of Land Management





APPENDIX F
INDIVIDUALS, ORGANIZATIONS AND
AGENCIES CONSULTED
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APPENDIX G
LIMITS OF ACCEPTABLE CHANGE

The Limits of Acceptable Change  concept has been developed us n supplement to camping capacity
determiuatious.  It is bused on the premise that recreational use of an area can diutinish the quuhIy of both
t?te u&u-al en+oument und the recreatiort  experience. Cortceru  about overuse causiug neg&-e  irnprrcts
art the ecobgical  aud social environments of au area has led managers to try to establish carrying ccpnci-
ties. This approach hus focused attention on the people that CQF~  be allowed to use an mea without causing
uuacceptuble  chartges  to the natural  envirorrtnent  or the recreation expetience.

In applyirtg  the Limits of Acceptable  Charzge concept, tnantiget+s  assume thut chmge to the ecologikcd and
so&l conditiorts  of the urea is going to occur due to both natural and human fuctom.  The goal of mu-
agetneut theu is to keep the churmter and rate of change due to ktu~tm  factors withirr  acceptable levels.

Accordiug  to Limits of Acceptable Chauge, managers first develop nuuu~gentertt  objectives for the mea
they are managing  and describe the recreation opportunities that will be provided. Theq theu idcutifv  the
ecological and social factors that me likely to change and select indicntors  which cm be easily observed
and used us a gauge to determine the car~tount  of chauge that is occuniug.  For ecrch  indicator,  mmagers
then set u standard, which is a threshold value that defines the amount of chauge thut is acceptable and
unacceptable. The purpose of selecting indicators and staudard.s  is to proride  managers with reference
points so the3 Cart judge whether the recreation opportunity for which they me tryiug  to manage is uctu-
all beiug provided over time.
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APPENDIX H
PUBLIC COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT MAN-

AGEMENT PLAN/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESS-
MENT AND RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COM-
MENTS
l-l
ColnFnaFit:
“Livestock Gra:itzg-Witlt  rwrly  50% of tlze riser’s tipariatz areas itz only poor to$iir cotzditiotz,  dztc rtzostly  to tize  (affects  of
grazitzg  it seertzs  tfzat  tfze ttzatzagerrzant  plan needs to be ttzore  direct itz addresritzg Uris  issrra.  Tqitzg  the riser ttzatzagemetzf platz
(and accottzpan~ing  EA) to fzmre  AMPs  (and EAs) locks dcfltzitiwtzess.  la the very  least tfze  river marzagetizetzt  ph sfrotrld

nzake  specific recottztnuzdntiotzs  to t/ze  AMPS that affect ffze  river corrictor.  T/ze plan needs to call for tnore specific and
ttzeaszrrable  cotzditions,  wciz as tzo gra,-itzg  itz the catzyotzs  (segments A, H, 11, E, F) utzd NO grahg  in segttzerzl  C ntztil  tipariatz
cottditiotz ittzproves  to good or excelhxf  condition. Gra$zg  trespass also needs to be addressed and prosecuied.”

Resporrse:
Due to recreation and ripuriart  vahes, there are upproximately  30 miles of the river corridor excluded
from domestic livestock use. In this plan, livestock grazing will be reduced, eliminated, or corztrolled
through range irnprovernent  projects to protect the outstazrdiugly  remarkable values. Grazing acljrisfments
of livestock on public lancis  carr be changed tltrouglt  a land-use plan arnendrnertt,  a Resource Martage-
ntertt  Plan, or whert  an Allottnertt  Management Plan is developed.

A livestock per&tee  can volurtteer  to take nonuse with their allotment.

Because there is no date scheduled to begin a Resource Management Plan for the A udrews Resource
Area, the river management plan recom friends that the changes which uffect livestock rnartagemertt which
are necessary to protect and errhartce  the outstandirtgly  remarkable values be developed through grazing
systems within  coordinated resource management plans. The her martagemettt  plarr ltas set the stmdards
for the grazing systems to follow.

Grazing trespass will be ertforced on public lurtds  urtder existing regulatiozts.

“Recreatiotz-Wzile  recreation me on Steetzs  :tlormtaitz  ttzay be itzcrcasitzg  it is tzot itz the best itzteresl  of t/ze  wild riwr  to
encourage itzcreased ux Nb are tzot  adsocatitzg dixozrragitzg  use but tlze concept of ttzaitztaitzitzg e.sistitzg  trails (p.rl.7  t’hz)
&fiat  to oar ktzowledge fzaw not tzizd  tfl;Al trzaitztetzatzce  itt rfze  past is utzcalledfor.  Trails should rettzaitz pritnitive  atzd
rrrzrrzainfninod  unkss rt’sozzrcc  damage is occurrizzg.  Certainly rzo czdditiotzatal  trails  should be developed. Ttze Desert Trail
w/tic/z rxbts  itz guidebooks and as itzforttzal  patlzs,  as it i-s itztetzded,  shorthi  not be formally tnaitztained or delSeloped  as tkat
woriM  delpact  frottz its existitzg, ptittziiive  nature. The provision for deveiopirzg  a parkitzg arealpzzll-offfor  day use itz Little
Blitmz Catzyotz  (p. 62 Plan) is another  exattzplc  of etzcouragitzg  zise where ir is tzot  needed. Hikers to the IAtle  Hlimtz  can
access tlrc area frottz  Kiddie Ranch  orfrotn tlze exisiitzg  In&n Creek shgitzg area wfzwe off-road parkitzg is ample.”

Response:
Recreatiortak  use should be managed to protect artd enhance the resource values within the river corridor.
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Response:
The ri+zrian and aquatic habitat within the Riddle firothers  Ranch area will be managed to protect and
enhalice these ~&es.

At the present time, the ranch is still being operated under a life-estate covenant to the deed. Measures are
beittg taken to improve  these conditions irt the short term. Long-term goals will be to manage livestock on a
short duration d~u&g  the spn’ng season of ue.

The river management plan recommends thut a hydrological  stady take pluce  to determine how march
irrigation is needed for th.ese  meadows, when irrigation should be stopped, and the effects of itrigatiott  011
fisheries and aquatic habitat.

‘Ripurian  Hahitals-While  the riparian habitats aiong  rhe Rlitzn drainage are in general in better condition than those in
other creek systems in the northern Great Basin there is still  considerable room for imprownent.  The ripmimt and aqrraiic
in senlories  condacted  in 1991 show where there is need for improvement, yet the management plan does not reflect  this
knowledge. It is not oftert  that o?te  has the Iaxary of such specific and ctcrrent  data so it o&y makes sense to take adyaniage  of
it throagh appropriaie  management actions. Ott&Ye of livestock removal or season of tcsc chattges  ihere  was no disctrssion  of
other riparian enhattcetnent progrartts.  instream (sic) structures, wiflow plrrntirtgj  and bank stabiiization should  have been at
kast noted in the plan. However, most riparian experts agree that livestock removal is the most cost effective and results in the
most rapid impror?ement  of riparian conditions.

“A ftdl di~scussion  of what shot& be done on the South Fork, for example, is appropriate for rhe management plan. Spcrific
recommend&ions for the AMP should be included in the river plan. If the AMP is deficient then the river plan mast be ready
to propose additional measures to correct the threats to the orrtslattditlgl~  remarkable  resources  that hare been ident@ied  and
that are dependent apon  high qua@ riparian areas.”

Response:
Under riparian management, the proposed action stutes,  maintains, and where necessary, restores the
streamside vegetation, stream chartnel stability, water qua&y, andfish and wildlife habitat.

It is agreed that i&ream  structures, bank stabilization, and willow planting are tools which can be used to
improve riparian areas.

Copies of the South Steens Allotment Management Plun will be sent to all interested publics fijr input illto
the draft plurt.  The draft Allotment Management P1an will be sent to the public  upon completion.

l-6
Comment:
“Rare Species-The inventories condacted  by The A’afure Conservancy (rare plunts)  and by OLWN’  and HIX (rare fi& and
animals) were goodfirst steps in understnnding  whnt  is present. How to manage these resoarces  shottld base receised  more
attention in the tnanagementphm  Under Resoarce  Protection (p.40)  rare plants are not mentioned at all. Rare planb were
sometimes associated with r&a&n areas (grapefern@  and other times associated with wef  meadows at high elevations. These
areas have diffcrittg  threats which shot&i have been noted in the plan. Similar needs may be noted fur rare fish  and animals,
althoqh fish were addressed to some extent in the context of riparian condition. Continaed  inrvntories are caliedfor regard-
ing the fish species and should also be mandated for rare plants  as weil.”





‘~Addiiionali~,  the Plan bus ‘significant’ efiects  because the Plan is deciding among competing and conjBMt~g  uses of the
limited resources in the river corridor. The RLAl’s  proposed Plan favors cattle gra5ng  oser  the recognized outstandingly
remarkable values of vegetntion,  wildlife, fisherit?s,  sceneq  and geology. The BLM’s  decision among the alternative Pian
proposals significantly affects the quality of those values now and in the frrture.”

Response:
Please refer to the combined Finding of No Significant ImpactsDecision Recordfor EA -OR-020-2-12for
an explanation of why an Environmental Impact Statement is not required.

2-2
comment:
The regulations of the Council of Environmenfnl  Qurriity  (CEQ)  defines  an Environmental Assessment as a concise public
document which ‘briefly  provides sufficient evidence and analysis for determining whether tv prepare  an [EIS] or a IFONSI].’
40 CFR 9 1508.9. Se (sic) also 40 CFR $ HIl.4(c).  Whether to prepare an EIS requires consideration of whether the Pinn has
‘significant’ effects on the human ensironment~  42 U.S.Csl. $ &32(2))IC).  10 CFR $1508.27.516  l3M 3.4-C. The Plun EA
does not accomplish this imporfnnt  duty. The Plan EA is void of any analysis of the 3ignifcance’ of the Plan’s impact on the
environment. The public and the decision-maker are witilortt any guidance as to the significance of the proposal or the
question of whether the BiM might prepare an EIS or a FONSI.  The RL\f must amend the EA to address question of
whether to prepare an EIS vr a FOXSI and the important considerations of ‘context’ and ‘intensity’ as required by 40 CFR $
1508.27.”

Response:
See response to 2-I.

23
Conttnettt:
“The Rlitzetr  River Management Pian is a weak plan that fails to live up to the requirements of resource protection imposed b$
Congress in passing the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. The Plan clings to the status quo and fnih to take on the real issues
facing the Wild and Scenic River corridor. There are five grazing allotments partly within or adjacent to the river cvrrktor  that
have direct adverse impacts on the recognized out3tandingly  remarkable values of the river corridor, including recreation,
vegetntion,  fksfteries,  and wildlife. The Wilcc  and Scenic Rivers Act requires the HLM  to protect those values, but the BLZf
chooses to hunker down behind i?x  historical allies in the cattle industry and continue to allow fhe livestock to trample, eat and
destroy the very  same outstandingly remarkable vahies  for which the river was designated. The current Pian opposes  separate
consideration of the n’rer  management Plun and each of the five allotments. Thh will only  perpetuate the current grazing
regime and serve to hide the real interconnections beween all the allotments and their impacts on the outstandingly remark-
abk values of the river corridor.

“The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act mandates that ‘the plan shall be coordinated with and may be incorporated into resource
management planning for affected adjacent Federal lands. ’ 16 U.S.C.A. $1214(d](lj.  Livestock grazing by private pa&-es  on
public lands is the greatest threat to every outstandingly remarkable  value for which the river was designated, including
scenery, recreation, vegetation, f&hcries,  wildl$e,  and geolvgy.  It is only  logical to cvvrdinate the river management Plan with
the Allotment Management PInns for ail allotments within and adjacent to ihe designated river corridor, ONRC  urges that the
Allotment Management Plans should all be opened up for consideration by the HLM in th$ context of this  Wild and Scenic
River Management Plan. The necessity of looking at all these plans together in t[?e context of the river Pian is obvious  whcrt

one looks at the uneoordirtated  and confiisrd  results of separate allotment planning.

“lrt  several anTas  within the river corridor the riparian urea gets a double hit by livestock from h+zo different allotments that
border on the stream vrfrvm animals that regularly trespass to areas where they do not belong which adds to the impacts of
animals that do belong in the area. For instance, the riparian area long the lower south fork of Dormer und Rlit,‘en  Riser is
hitfrom  the west by 1100  head of cattle from the Steens Pasture of the South Steens Allottnent,  and the same riparian areu is
hi%from the east by 2.55 head of caitle from the Newton Cabin Pasture of the Fish Creek-Big Indian  Allotment. P&m  EA page
28. Public land along lower Fish Creek gets hit by 400 cattle from Frazier Field Allotment and 300 cuttle  from Fish Creek-Big
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2-m
Conmertt:
“The R1.M rnmt cooperate with EPA and the Oregon LIep&tnent of Enkmtnentul Quulity  jI.%ti) ‘for the pwpnse  of
elitnimting  i?r dimiriishirig  tht? pollution of waters- of the rirvr.  ’ 16 L’.S.C.A.  S; i28.?(c].  The BLJI hn.$ trot cooperated to
eliminate pollution cnrrsed  f?v cattle gra,-itlg and low water her crossings”.





“4. The Water Diwrsivn  at the Ricldle  Ranch is illegal  and Will Harm  Fisheries
“Tile  BIN shoutct  Mtdraw its December 1990 applicativn  to the Oregon Wafer Resvttrces Departinentj%r  a permit tv
irrigate 80 acres of pasture land  at the Riddle Ranch, Plan E.4 page 5% The diversion of waterfrvm  the Li%t!e Hlitmr Riser
not an& itarnts  the vutstandittgly  remarkable &he&s,  bat the di~~ersimt  also Gvlates  state water Ian+, URS $0 537.1 IQ,,
5.VS.W(2j,  530.720,  the Fish attd Wiidl$%  Caordimtion Act, 16 U.S.C.A. 9 662(a),  and the Wild andScenic  Risers Act, 16
C~.S.C.A.  S: 1278(u).  Oregon wattr law prohibits arty diwsion  of wafer without a pertnirfrvtn the Water Resottrces  Depart-
ment. The Fish and Wildl~e  Cvvrdimtivn  Act requires the HIM to cvnsuli witit the U.S.  Fish  and Wiidlife  Service! artd the
Oregvn  IIepamtent of Fish d Wildi@  before diverting  water fur arty purpose. The Wihi and Scenic Riwrs Act prohibits fhe
HLlf  fmm rtwxnmending  autitvrizativrt  of any water resottrces prvjecl  that wx11d  have a direct and adverse  impact on the
rvtitres  for which the river  was estabIi%shed  withvrrt  advising the Secretary of Interivr  in writing 60 days in adsame, aiid
wifltvrrt  specifically report@  to Congress in writing. ”

Response:
Please refer to the proposed action  for fish attd wildlife, riparian, and grazing managemen  f in the river
martagement plan. These management actions describe ways  to protect and enhance the utttstartdingl~
remarkable ~alrces,  along with a timeframe and level of improvement needed to protect these resottrces.

See response 1-4 ott the h~drologi2al  study recontrttendedf’r  the meadows at the RiaXle Brothers Ranch.

2-SE
Cvtnment:
“The lvw elevation flyovers  cvnducted  by the Idaho Air NahYvnal  Guard vser  the LitfLe  Hlifxn Rirer  cartyvrt  haw a signifimnt
adverse  impart on the vtttstandittgly  remtmkable scenic and recreational sallies vf the river cvrridvr. The sense  vf peace and
solittidc  in the cvrridvr is destroyed by the abrupt in~asivns  of ntvdertt  tecitnvivgy.  The sense vf lost solitude and trartqttilir]
experienced b}l recreation&s is not merely mntentary  but Iasts  for /tours or days. The Wild and Scertk  Risers Act, 16
U.S.C.A. 9’ 2214((1)(I),  requires the RlM to prepare the plan  after ‘comuiia#ivn  with  Stnte and ir)calgoserntnt~n~s.  ’ BLIP
faired  to %xmult’  with i&fro  Air Nativnui Guard to stup  or reduce low elei*atiotr  flyowrs.

“The pvssibility  of air crashes is also a problem This happened in 1.956 to a plane crew cvndttctirtg  wilderness ~ttrwys itt the
riper cvrrt&w.  The threat fv htirnan  rife is the largest concern, bat the prvspect  of a raileyflvvr  l&red witit  crash debris b
irtcvnsistent  witit  fhe purposes of the Act.

‘Cattle  also hare a scenic impact liwt is not addressed in the Plan. Cattle trails in tite river corridor can be seen frvnt  cartyvrt
rims  miles away. the (sic)  scenic experience of hikers is adrcmely  irnpacred  by degraded riparim  areas and vtfter  caftlt:
aImage.”

Response:
The Bureau of Land h~unagentent  will work wifh the ntilitaq to reduce the ntmtber  of&overs  in the
Dormer trrtd B&en River milita~ training mate (VR-1301).

As riparinst  areas improse  with time, less truils  by cattle will be noticeable due to rehabilitation of vegeta-
tim.

2-5F
Cvmment:
“I. Riparian Areas Are Not Protected
“The Plan EA states tha%  the 250 wildlt&e  species are estimated to inhabit the area, and that wiMlift!  wiLt be managed as an
outstamiittgly  remarkable value.  Many of these 250 species use the ripariart area fvr all or part uf their lifecycle,  yer -#Iqc  vf
the riparimt  areas are in poor orfair  condition. The Plan fails to protect the VUtstaFtdinglj  rernarkabie  values  vf ripariart
~~egetativn  and wildit&e  that use  the riparian area. The Plan should in&de specific  actions tv itnprvw degraded ripariatt
areas.
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2-6
Cornnten  is:
“The FViid  and Scenic Rivers Act, 16 li.S.C.A. 9‘ 1214(&l),  requires the RLM to address development of luttds  andfacilities in
the river t~~anag~tnenf  Plm.”

Respimse:
The n’ver management plan does address development under Chapter 3 of the proposed plan. Recreational
developrtletzt~isitor  Management is discussed with sa btopics  on recreational facility development, road
maintenance,  and road closures.

2-6A
Cotnment:
“‘A. Range  I)e~elopments  Are Not Addressed
“The Piutt  EA does not address possible range developmet&  which may be proposed in the future under rhe grazing allot-
tnents  within the river corrirfor.  Additionalf?ncing  my improve riparian condition and protect outstanding& retnarkahle
~egetntion  but any additionalfencittg is inconsistent with the wild character of the river corridor and will adversely impact
recreation. the (sic) Plan EA does not address these interconnected issues. The best solution is to retnope livestock and fencing
from public lands.”

Response:
As coordinated resource management plans for grazing systems are completedfor the two allotments
within the river corridor, they will  oatline in detail all projects associated with rartge improvements, See
response 1-S explaining tile Allotment Management Plan process.

2-6B
Corntnettt:“H.  Roads ,ire divot Adequately Addressed
“The Plan K.4 also  fairS  to disclose the adverse  impacts  of roads in the corridor. Many wildlife species, such as Righortt sheep,
do not use the river corridor unless people are absent, yet improved roads will only  increase hutnan activity in the corridor.
The improved roadfrotn Riddie Ranch to Ankle creek {sic)  crosses both Rig Indian Creek and Mud Creek. The low water
crossings over these two creeks are causes of water  pollution and riparian degradation. Itt  order to protect the outstandingly
retnarknble  values of the corridor, this roadfrotn Kiddie Ranch to Ankle Creek tnust be closed. The WiId and Scetlic  Rivers
Act urges the RlM to pay particular attetttion  to ‘road construction  and sit&v activities which tnight  be contrary to the
purposes of’ the Aci.  lb C’.S.C.A.  3 Jt83(a}.  The RLV has failed to give ‘part&Mar  attentiott  * it?  the PIan t?A to the improved
roadfrotn Riddle Ram-h  to Ankle Creek. The RJM should close the road in the final plan.

“The Plan shouM prohibit tnoutttaitt bikes whererw  soils are tnoderateiy  or highly erodible.”

Response:
All road maintenance must protect and enhance the n’ver-related values. Low water n’ver crossittg in
Segment D will he maintainedfor  safe passage by the public and prevent  resource damageSfrom occnrring.

Seventeen miles of roads and trails will be closed to mountain  bikes in the Big and Little Indian CarEyoPts
and the LittIe Blitzen Gorge.

2-7
Cotntnent:
“The Plmt  EA does not address ‘user capacities’ as required by the Wild and Scenic Riws Act, 16 I;T.S.C.A.S;  1274(d)il).  The
Final  Revised Guidelines for Mattagetnent of River Areas require that studies be prepared during plan preparatiott ‘to
detertnitte  tha qunnfi~  and tnixfure  of recreation and other public  wise  wltich  cm he ptwrii(&d  )$‘&?~l[ Q&‘P~J~  imp&‘t  on &
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“OIVRC  sttpports  Mernatiw Three of the Plan  E.4 which calls for removing ail livestock grazirtg  on prrblic  Funds  withia  the
corridor thrmgh  rolunlary  suspended non-use or land-use plan amendments. Plan 121 page 61.  The Plan E.4 fails to disclose
the impacts, or tht lack thereof, of altentative three with regard to cat& grazing. The EA should disclose the improvements
thaf  still  accrue to the outstandingly renurrk&le values of the river corridor if cattle are rernovedfrotn public  lands silhin  the
river corridor.”

Response:
The draft rirer managemertt plan addressed the impacts of livestock grazing by publishing the results of
inr*enton’es  OIE ripariart,  aquatic habit, and Threatened aad Elldangered  species. The @al river maftage-
ment piart  adequately addresses the impacts of graz’rlg with the n+er corridor.

A detailed description of livestock graa’rtg  by river segmerzt is outlined irr the Affected Ekronmerlt  sectiorz
of the draft  andfir-ral  river marzagement  ph.

2-11
Carnlmerrt:

‘WEPA requires the BLM lo descn’be  the affected environment,  and disclose the environmental itrzpacbs  of its proposed plan
and the atterrtatives.  32 U.&CA. $3332(2)(C),  JO CFR Part 1.500.  The IWd and Scenic Rivers Act, 16 C:.S.c’.A.  $1283i3ic),
requires the BLM to cooperate with EPA and USQ ‘for the purpose of eliminating or diminishing the po flation of waters of
the river.’ See aiso  the last sentence of 16 U.S.Cu4.~  1271, which recognizes wacrter  quality  protection as one of the purposes of
the AcC

“A. The I!;i Fails to Describe the Affected Environment per XEPA
“The Pkrn  Eli fairs to describe the existing water qua&y in the corridor. The EA only stafes that water quality data Iraw been
collected for the last ten years and that ‘Water  quaI@  car&s  from site to site with the season of the year  and the ntartagement
practices ia adjacent riparian and upland areas.’ Plan EA page 51. The Plan does not say whether state water qrcalicq’  Stan-
dards for the area are being met or whether tirestock  grazittg  is a significant cause of water quality problems related to
temperatare,  turbidity, bacteria, and dissolved oxygen.  This failare to disclose water quality irtforrnation  is a violntion  of
‘VEPA.
‘iB.  The BLN Failed to Cooperate with EPA arui  DEL, to Eliminate Water Polhrtion
“The plan also  fails to meet the minitnunt requirements of the Wild and Scenic Rivem  Act regardirig  water qrralitJ,  16
i~.S.C.A $8 1271,1283(c).  Otte  of the prime purposes of rhe Act is to protect water qtcatity  ($1271) and to effecttrate  that
purpose lhe Act requires the BLM to cooperate wiih  EPA and D&Q  to elitninate or diminish water  potiution  {S; 1283(c)). The
I?nai Revised Guidelines for Management of Riser Areas states that ‘[r]iver  managers wiIl  work with &ocal authorities to
abate activities withitin  the river area which are degrading or would  degrade existing water quality. ’ 47 Fed. Reg. 39159,
September 1. 1982. The BLM should consult with these expert agencies to protect those areas where wuter qtutlir;v  ‘varies
with,Jhe managetttenf  practices in adjacent riparian and ttphvtd areas.’ Plan EA page 57. The BLM shotdd  take action fo
control those management practices, including livestock grazing, with  the purpose of eliminating water pollution. A cm-ding
to fhe American Fisheries Society, ‘Rartgelattd  grajttg  practices can affect the water quality characteristics of run@ifl  a
wamshed,  especially by increasing a stream’s tarbUy and sediment.’ Id(I) Fishcrics 7.”

Response:
See response to 2-S&
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3-2
c0tnn1t?nt:
“As  mentioned ubow, monitoring studies irLdicate  that a qunrfer of Segtnertt  B, the entire segmnf  C, and nearly half of
Segment L? the River’s corridors him either hemy or sewre  gracing impacts (sic). The Plan’s response to this dtmstation
WNM:

“Wewlop gruzing  systems [&Ws]  that mint&t nrrciior  enhnnce habit&for  wildI&, fisheries, and ripnrim  condi-
tion. Rernorral  of livestock, chungirtg  seasons of me, andfencing are management tools which w be rrscd  ikwgh
the dtwiopment  of grming  systems.

“Enforce existing  enclosu  from liwtock nnd wildhorSse  use within the river corridor.

“Work with priJ*ate  landowners irr Fish Creek (Segment Fj and ihe south fork of the I~onner  und Blitzen  Rirw
(Segtnent C) to lnaintuitt  und enhance the outstar~dingIy  remarkable wlues in fhe arw.

“Plan ii-1  61.
“ln simple terms the Plan calls for AMPS thnt ‘&&&in and/or  enhance the condition of the Riwr,  The term ‘maintain’ is
contrary to the plain  meaning and spirit of the Act. This Inngrcage  must  be stricken from the Pinn. The RLM must ‘prot&+t  nnd
enhance the River not ‘mnintain  and/or enhnnce.  Fin&&, the PIan  use of ‘maiM~‘irin  gnd/or  enhrrnce’  is also  contrary to lhe
Act. There i.Y no ‘or’ in the .&-t, it also  must  be stricken.

“(In addition, 4.W of Segment .A has poor or fair ripnrian  conditions. 59% of Segment R hns poor orfrrir  riparinn  conditi<uzs.
64% of Segment C has poor orfair riparian conditions. To simply ‘mai&Gn’  these urws ntouid  run cowl&r to the Act. RLM
must enhance fhese artw.

“The P’lan  foils to ‘protect and errhflnce’  the Riwr  because it does not contain any analysis or de&&d  plans to meet the
horrendous s/tape of the River system. The lack of specifici~  in the Plan regarding the remowcrl  ofliwstock  and the chan,ning
of sensons of use renders the Plan inadeqrtate.  To sti& in general terms that the MM will  dewlop  AMPS that ‘main&&  nndl
or enhance’ the condition of the River is not sufficient. This is the site-specific ensironmental  assessment. The errrironmenterl
assessment must corttaiiz  the details of how the HLM plans to improve these  areas. The deferral of thpse  types of decisions to
the AM’s is contrary to the iYationa1  EnGronmental  Policy Act (,I;fiPA)  and the Act. The Plan MUST cortrciin  an enGron-
mental nrurlyis of how to ‘protect and enhance’ the Riller  in detail to al& informed agency  decision makirtg  and allow the
public to participate itt the process.

“The Plun’s aztempt  at etth~ncement  fails miserably. The Plan’s  objective to improve the riparian condition of Segment E is
commendable, howewr,  Segment E has the best riparian habit@  condition of a/l the Riwr  segments  (100?0  of Sgtnent E has
good or excellent  ripariart  condition). The IXM must enhance the sewrely  degraded  areas, especially  Segments A, H nnd C.

“Working to ‘wAtain and enhance’ only the “tmtstartdingly  reouirknble  wlues’  of the area is not wfficient.  The Pirrn  should
emphasize not only the ‘outstandingly remarkable  whies’  of the river  that is publicly owned  but work with priwte  kmdowners
to itnpro ve the owrai/ corrdition  of the River.

“In addition, the Plan does not d&cuss  the ensironmentai  conseqrrences of the preferred alterrratiw.  Further, the Plun s&&s
what the preferred alternatira  worrid  attempt to accomplish, but does not di,sclose  when the objectiws  wurcld  be met. The Iuck
of anj nnnlysis  of the environmental consequences of the prtferred  altertmtise  does not ~liow the public to cotntnent effec-
five&. The deferral of rhese decisions  to n Inter document is contrtly to NEPA and fhg  Act. The H1.M must sit down and nuke
these difficult  dccisiorrs.  This is the document to do it in. This is the time for those deciG?ns.”





Response:
Riparian areas will  be marraged to protect and enhance the rq@tiion within these corridors ax rqaired
by the Wd and Scenic Rivers Act.

34
Cvmrnent:
“The amount vffencing in the river cvrrkivr  iv contrary to the (sic) both the letter und the spirit of the Act. The amvunt  of
existing fencing i;F staggerirzg:

“Frvrn Page Springs Campground to Rig Springs, vn bvth sides vftht  river, livestock and wild horses are excluded
from the river riparian ,-one by fencing and tvpvgraphy (~ourvximate&  6.5 milesl

“West  of the Ktidle Brothers Ranch to the confluence wifh the Rlitzw  River, lirestvck  use is excluded by fencing
(completed in tit@  summer of 1991) and tvpvgraphy on the north for -1~ 2.5 miles

“From the headwaters  to the mouth of Big /nd&w Gvrge (~oroximatp!v  6 mile&,  iiwstvck and wild-horse use has
been excluded bjt fencing the mouth of the gorge.

“The remaining access [aoaroximatelr  5.9 ntiL&  from the north tv the creek is wilhin the Frazier Field Ailvtmeti
which is grazed on a -l-pasture, rest-rolntion  system with 400 cat&...Tvpvgraphy  and fencing keep livestock vut of
the river bvtfvm.

“Pian  at 27-29. This amount offencing in the n’w curridor is incompatible with the Act. Of the entire river cvrri%vr  apprvsi-
mutely  one-third of the rib*er  is fenced (21 m&s).  Congress intended a wild river  to have: ‘shorelines essentially primitive and
waters unpvllukd.’  26 U.&C. 1273(Hj(Ij,  One-third of a river that i<y fenced is a significant detri~nental  factor to the primitive
character of tite rirer  corridor. Enhancement of the river  means removing existing fences.

“Furthermore, the Act states:

‘6 .rach cvmvonent of the national wild and scenic rivers  svstem shall be administered in such manner as to arotect
and enhance the IValues which caused it to be included in s&$ swtem without, insofar as is consistent therewith,
limiting other uses that dv nvt substantially inleeere  with public use and er@yment  of these values.  In such adminis-
pation wimur~ emuhasis  shall be ~1 e‘I’ n to Drote&&s esthetics. scenic, histvric.  archue&&,  and scientific
feafures,

“id 1I.S.C. 1281(a)  (emphasis addedj. The Plan allvws  gra:ing to dominate the other values  of the River.  The Act requires the
protectivn  of the River not grazing. Fencing is contrary tv the ‘primary emphas&..[ofl  esthetics, scenic’ qualities. It is QbPiollS
that this degree of fencing detracts from a pritnitire  experience.

Y~ven  the Ilepartmerti  of interior’s  Management Guidelines and Standards for %ational Wild and Scenic Hitars (Oregvni
Washington), which fall well below fhe Act’s requirements, state: ‘vccasivnalfencing..,may  be permitted ifthey  are unvbtru-
s&e  and dv not haw a significant direct and ad+-eme  effect on the natural churacter  of the river area.’ Guidelines  At I. Over
20 miles offence  is not occasivdfencing.  The BLM must start removing the fencing from the riser cvrridor,  beginning in
areas that are the wvrstfvr  scenic and aesthetics. Furthermore, the Guidelines state: ‘The construction and maintenance vf
rnimr structwes  for protection, conservation, rehabilitation or enhancement vfj%h  and wihilife  habirCrt  are acceptable
provided they do not affect...(wiid  rivet-1  classification. land1 that the area remains natural in aooearance  and the practices of
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16 L1.S.C.  12833(a)  tetnphmis  added). This mandate was af$rtned  bJ one Corm dccisivn which concluded: ‘The prvpvs~d
timber saie, wkether cotuitrcted  on land within  the river area’s homdaries  or adjacent to the river area, will impact protected
r*aIaes. ~rtress  $0~. v. Twre[, 918 F.ld 81.3, 819 (9th Cir.  i99Oj  (the titnber  sale was one-quarter  mile  away frm the
Kiwr  Alhttagentcn~  Area). & & Thv~ttas  I’. Peterson., 589 F. Sttpp,  1 I39 (D.C.Nvnt.  1984.”

Response:
Ankle, Mud, and Deep Creeks were reconmended  by the Bureau to be included into the Dottrter urzd
Hit;etr  National Wild and Scenic River Sq’stem.

Apprctximately 1 mile of Deep Creek is included into the boundaries of the Wild aztd Scetlic River herame
of behg publie  land.

Thmgh the Resowce Management pkmting process, the Bzueazr  will study the three trihzhwies for their
suitability into the National  Wild and Scenic River System

3-6

“The  Phtt  k?htt?s  th? Act because it tlegkcts  to ittchii?  the Ankle, Deep,  and itlud  Creeks itt the i%!attagetttent  Area. The
legislatiott  which designated the Dotrner  turd  Blitzen  Riser a wild rirw, Csttgress staled: ‘Dormer and Blibwr,  Oregun  - Thvst
segments, -1~ its maim tnbutaria,  as wild n’wr,  .@ be adtninistered as fvllvws: /lists  follvws which c~xch~des  the Ankle,
Deep attd Maid Creeks].’ (sic) P.L. 100-557.  Ankip,  Deep attd Mud are ttwjor  tributaries. Congress int@ndFd  the SecreMry  vf
Interior to protect and enhance its tttajor  tribututies.  h’o  other riwr  designated in the Otttttibus  Oregvtt  Wild and Scenic Rivers
Act of 1988 had sttch  Wrding included in the designated legislation. The BLZi could protect these tributaries while  sM$ttg
them for designation under the Act.”

Response:
See response to 3-5.

3-7
Cotntnettt:
“Nothing in O,VDA ‘s cotntnents are prohibited by the Act. Id Li:S.C.  128,ljbj.  The existing rights itwvlt~eeti  in thi.7 case are the
cwrent grazing permits. Once these pertttits  expire, the BLM could itntttediately  tertttittate  the permits. As tttentiotwd  above,
the rettiwal  of livestock frotn the river corridvr i.s the most consistent with the Act, and the Plan shmrld  dictate that all RLM
alIotttwttts  in the River system  shvuld  be sacattid.

“in the meantime, the permits are subject to chattges itt the atttoattt  of gra,-.itzg  and tlte  areas to be grazed. Again, the Plato
sharrM vatiine  exact& hvw the permits would be altered. Congress establi~shed  the stnndard  i?f whether a use WbsfatttiaEly
interffres’  with the reasons for the River’s designation. 16 L:.S.C.  i28liA).  Grazing srtbstuntially  ittterferes  with the reasons
why the river was designated. As ttwntioned  before, the only  areas where the ripariax  habi%at  is gQQd or better is where the
river is ftwced tu exclude livestock. HIAI cartmt just make the easy  decision tu allow lirestock  and then use ftwcittg  to
tninitttiz  the impacts associated with grazing. The best decision would rettme the ccrftk? entirt$~  from the riwr corridvr
withot~tfencts.  The BLM has already rettmed lir*estock  frottt the Little Blitzen  River and Rig Ittdian  Creek for these wry
reasons. Now Congress t% mandating Ihe entire Riwr  be enhanced like the Little  Rlitmt Rim and Big lndimr  Creek.”

Response:
See respor2.se  to l-l.
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“Guidelines at 2. Yet, the Pian does not disclose existing roads Chat  have a tremendous impact on the River, such as ‘Tomb-
stone’ road, ‘Burnt Car’ road, and most important fhe road to Cold Springs. These roads are used extensively and allow
vehicles to penetrate the River management area.

“The PIan also neggbcts  off-highwuy  vehicle use in the area. The Management Plan states:

“Maintain approximately 5 miles of existing access road into Segments C and D for motorized vehicle  use. This will
require rtamstrz~cting  the low wafer ford riser crossing at Indian  Creek  to stabilize the banks.

“Plan at 42.  Finally,  the proposed road closure is fallacious. It is already not in use due to topography.”

Response:
See response to I-2 and I-3.

Rends wkicilt  ure outside tfze n’wr corridor are managed under &sting  wgulutiorts  for access. Under the
Andrents  Resource Area Mancrgement  Framework Plan Amerzdnterrt  all access on the Steens is being
addressed.

3-11
Comment:
“The HLM’s operation of irtigated  meadow is egregious. The BLXl should not be in the business of using critical water to&d
prisafely  owned cattle. The Management Plan states:

“The 80.4  acres of meadows along the Little Blitzen  Riser wi;itirt  the Riddle Rrothers Ranck Historic Dbtrict  will
continue to be irrigated as outlined in the Riddle Brothers Ranch Ni~farit-  District CRMP.

“Plan at 66 The lYLM  should not be in the farming business. It creates an art~icial  situation thut is contrary to maintaining
the primitive character. It is defnitely  not historic. There are no objectives met by this action except to provide forage for
livestock. This planning document is where the HIM should change the past decision in the Riddle &other  (sic) CRAW, due
to Congress’ mandate to protect and enhance the River.”

Response:
See response to I-4,

3-12
Comment:
“Congress intended that the federal ugency  would aggressively pursue water rights to wild and scenic rivers. Lrnfortrrnately,
the BIN does not include any analysis of water rights. The Management Plun states:

“%PW  water rights and project proposals will  esaluated  on their pore&a! to affect the attributes which made the river
eligible as a ?Wd  and Scenic River.

“Plan at 66.  What water rights have been appropriated? Is the flow of the river sufficient to protect and enhance the rhw? In
these times of drought, the HAI should be actively seeking to protect and enhance the River through the acquisition of water
rights and dedicating them for instrearn  use.”

Response:
See response to I-4.
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largest conservation organization. Oregon \,‘ildlif  Federation, Inc. has owr 500 members and supporters sfafewide. Oregon
Wdlife  Federation, Inc. is dedicated to the conservafion and wise use of all of Oregon’s natural resources, including ifs
foresfs,  wafers, air, wikil& and soil. Oregon WildI@ Federation, Inc. has participated exfettsirely  in admini.siratiw  actions to
protect our public lands within lht?  Bureau of Land Managetnent’s Burns Z)isfri~tfro?n  environmen  tally damaging  plans and
acfiviritx  I& members use the Dormer und Blifzen  Riser for outdoor recrcafion  of all kinds, including hiking, camping,
writing, andappreciation  of fhe area’s astounding aesthetic beaufy.  The Bureau of Land Management’s proposed unlawful
actiorw  adverse&  affect  Oregon w’ildiife  Federation’s organiztional  interests, as well  as ifs members’ use and enjoytnenI  rJf
fhe Dormer  und BliEert  River. OWF joins this action on its own behalf and on behalf of its ad~~erselq  affected members.”

Response:
See responses to 2-1,2-11,3-l,  and3-14.

S-1
Comment:
“Page 4, Fisheries. Add redside shiner to the fish species in the H&en  Riser. In the same paragrcrph  we suggest yoli change
fhe wording to . . . ‘the redband frouf  is the most common m species found. “’

Response:
Comneuts  have been included in the final plan under ‘Fisheries. ”

5-2
Comment:
‘Page 57, Chafer.  ODFU’  has appliedfor insfreatn  water  righ& w&in the proposed boundaries. They are for the following
streams: SF. B&en R., Ankle Cr., Rig Indian Cr., Liffie  Indian Cr., I,iffle Blifzen  R., Fish Cr. As with  the BLM application

for a wafer right at the Riddle Ranch properfy,  Wafer Resources Deparfmettf  has not made a deferntinafion  on fhcj applica-
tims. ‘(

Response:
Comments have been included in the final plan under “Wager Quality.,”

53
Comment:
‘Page 61, Riparian Managetnenf,  paragraph 1. It is hard TO determine from #he document what percent of the riparian ureas
are currently in ‘good or beffer  ecological condition (sic) 1, appears you may be already meefing  fhaf objective if the whole
area is included. There arc certainly areas fhut  are considerably  below Lhat objectise.  The 7.5%  should bt> at kasf tied to n’ver
segrnenfs.  A time  line  should also be included to show when a higher goal will  be reachedfor example, 90%  bJ year ‘X (sic”)

Response :
See response to 3-3.

s-4
Comment:
‘Page 61, Grazing Management. We encourage you to include mention of improving herd management of wiid horses in the
,Sou& Sfeens  Herd Managemenf Areas. In the pasf horse numbers have been allowed to build fo wwcepfaby  (sic) high l~wls
before herds were reduced resulting in unaccepfbly  (sic) high damage to riyarian areas. We nre encouraged to see mention of

changing all livesfock  grazing to improve  range and riparian conditi’on.  We encourage you to put a time line on when changes
in grazing systems  will occur.”
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Response:
See ri9ponse  to ?-3.

6-f
“The WiLd  and Scenic Riwrx .-tcf, Section JO(a),  requires ‘promsion  and enhancement’ of the outstandingly retrmrkablc
salues.  The Sarional  \I’ild  and Scenic Riwrs  System Revised Guidelines for Eligibilif~~,  Classificafion  and :Iianagertterr  f s?f
Riwr Areas, Federal Register,  ?‘ol.  47 So. 173, Sectiorr  I& requires fhaf  management strategies ‘a!way  be desigued  to profccf
id tv&m~t~ t/w rwlrrcs qf the riwr areas. ’



“This distinctim  is important. The protection standard is the tnunager’s  first goal, and any proposed activity must conform tu
full scale protection. The language from the Federal Register is that ‘this section [IOiaj  of the Act] is interpreted as stating a
non-degradation and enhancement policy,  regardless of class$ication’  (p. 39458j.”

Response:
The Blitzen River und its tributuriks will be manuged to protect and enhunce  the outstandingly remarkable
values defined in the Wild und Scenic Rivers Act.

This lungrruge is used throughout theJirta1  plan.

6-2
“Section i(l(aj of the Act states: ‘In such adtninistration  (of Witi  and Scenic rirers)  primary etnpha-3i.Y  will  be given io protect-

ing its esfhetic,  scenic, historic, archaeologic,  and scientific ft’atures.  ’ To conform with  the Act, the Plan FFZUS~  protect and
enhance these features firsf.

“However, the PLan emphasis is shiftedfrom  the scenic, geologic, fisheries, u’iId/ge,  and vegetation resources to the recreatiorl
resource. While we realize that recreation is an outstandingly  remarkable value and therefore receives protection a!zd en-
hancement, this must not be done to the detriFm?Ef  of the other outstandingly remrkahle  salues. For example, llnder Alterna-
tive 1 on page 59 the Phut states, ‘Facility development and recreational opportunities also will be designed and managed with
protection and enhancement of the resources in mind,’

‘Yurthermow,  we are concerned that greater de&i1  (and therefore greater emphasis) is given to the ‘Recreation lle,aiopmnmt~
Visitor Management  section thm to all the other OR?% These examples imply thatprimry  einphasis  will  be given to
development of recreation. This must be rectijied  to assure that the Plan meets the requirements of the Act.”

Response:
The final plurz  has reduced the emphasis on recreation and placed more emphasis on the protection und
enhancement of resource vulues such us fish and wildiife, vegetution,  scenic, geologic, und cnhwal  re-
sources.

Recreational activities can occur, but protection und enhancement of resource values comes.first.

63
Comment:
“The basic premise of a M’iid  and Scenic Management Plan is to look toward the future and design tnanagemwt  steps that

will lead to that future. Unfortunately, the Plan, as written, does not do this.

“?t’itftorrt  this inform&ion, the Plan loses its strength over time because there is no clear goal to work toward. ORC recoin-
naends tf?ut a section on desiredfuture conditions be included in the Plarr. It is important that the future ConditioFrs  be de-
scn*bcd  in such a fashion that specific, qrrantitative measurements can be ased  to deterake whether the desired cunditiom are

being met (see beluwj.”

Response:
Desired f&we conditions are discussed in the final plan under fish and wildiife and riparian manugement.
A &year  implementation plun to restore and protect river-related values to a conditiun of good to excel-
lent is recommended.

In order to compl..  with this, changes to gruting  management will have to be made within the river corri-
dor.
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